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PREFACE S89272 


During the spring of this year, representatives of the 
Fort Wayne Chamber of Commerce and the Fort Wayne Plan Com- 
mission approached the Economic Council with a request for 
"a general economic survey of the Fort Wayne area, with 
particular emphasis on industrial trends and potentialities"+- 
evidently a study such as the Terre Haute survey, a coopera- 
tive research project organized by the Council. The Council 
was eager to fulfill this request, but a candid appraisal of 
the limitations of budget and staff led it to conclude that 
the staff should consider the possibility of "doing what it 
can, with a reasonable expenditure of time and money, that 
might be useful for leaders in the Fort Wayne community.” A 
limited study was later outlined and accepted in a general 
fashion. 


The materials included in this report carry the analysis 
of the selected topics about as far as one can using secondary 
(mainly Census Bureau) data. We believe this is a useful 
start. Suggestions for further study, which would require 
locally organized cooperative effort at the top levels, are 
made in this report. 


The reader will notice that there is a wealth of compar- 
ative data in this study. In most cases, the areas compared 
include Fort Wayne and the other Indiana Standard Metropolitan 
Areas (as defined by the Census Bureau), but nearby metropol- 
itan areas in Michigan and Ohio are included in some sections. 
This approach was planned from the beginning; it was considered 
to be a way to develop a great deal of information about a 
number of Indiana urban centers, for whatever use interested 
persons and agencies might have. It is a partial answer to 
occasional comments that the Council has concentrated too 
much of its research on only one or two areas. 


Because the report is relatively short no review of the 
highlights seems to be necessary. Recent studies of Evansville 
and South Bend (cited herein) emphasized what is also charac- 
teristic of Fort Wayne: that the economic base is concentrated 
in a few types of manufactures subject to unstable demand. 

The solendid over-all, long-term performance is seldom mentioned 
because it is taken for granted in places such as these. It 
becomes a question of whether or not short-run deficiencies 

are conceived of as a “problem," and, if so, how "taking 

thougnt for the morrow,” as a community, can improve the per- 
formance. 


We are indebted to Dwight Kelley of the Employment Security 
Division for criticisms and suggestions covering parts of the 
report, 


Philip Sundal 
November 1954 
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POPULATION GROWTH, FORT WAYNE AREA AND SELECTED AREAS 


A. Regional Picture 

Whatever future population growth Fort Wayne and Allen County can reasonably 
expect is dependent upon many factors. Generally speaking, these factors can be 
grouped under natural increase of population (births over deaths) and the movement 
of persons from one area to another. Assumptions concerning birth and death rates 
and immigration are crucial for the national scene; we shall merely assume a rela= 
tively high rate of natural increase in the near future, and leave to others the 
long-term prognostications.» 

The trends in growth within the region in which Fort Wayne is located will 
depend somewhat upon migration of persons to areas wherein job opportunities are 
growing. Although Fort Wayne might grow rapidly and the rest of the region grow 


little if any, or the region might grow rapidly and Fort Wayne stand still. or even 


lose population, the chances are clearly evident that Fort Wayne and most urban 


centers will go along with the regional picture; in fact, the urban areas, with 
their outlying fringes, will probably continue to provide most of the new job 
Opportunities and gain most of the population increase. Any single community that 
fails to increase its jobs will, of course, fall behind the region in growth, and 
those that gain exceptionally large numbers of jobs will far exceed the regional 
averagee This has been the actual experience of cities in this part of the nation 
for several decades. Cities do not simply keep on growing. 

It is true that the East North Central States (Indiana, Ohio, Michigan, Illinois 
and Wisconsin) have not grown quite as rapidly as the Nation during the last 50 
years, The 5 states experienced a gain of about 90 percent from 1900 to 1950 and 
the U. S. gained about 98 percent. Individually, the gains were as follows: 
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Indiana gained least, percentagewise, over the 50-year period, but Michigan's 
growth was exceptionally great and Ohio's was almost equal to the national average. 
Fort Wayne is near the borders of Michigan and Ohio, and within a growing part of 
Indiana. 

During the 1940's, Indiana's growth was about 14.8 percent as against 14.2 per- 
cent for the five states and 14.5 percent for the U. S. Michigan, with a 21.2 per- 
cent gain, was highest in rate in the region; Ohio (15.0%) slightly exceeded Indiara 
Illinois and Wisconsin (10.3 and 9.5) fell behind the Nation in rate of growth. 

The Tri-State Region (Indiana, Michigan and Ohio) in which Fort Wayne is located 
made an impressive growth during a period in which migration to areas offering 
greater opportunity was greatly accelerated. 

According to estimates prepared by the Bureau of the Census, the Tri-State 
Region has continued to make impressive gains since 1950. Population estimates are 
presented in the accompanying table. Michigan continues to lead in rate of gain, 
but Ohio and Indiana are reported to be gaining more rapidly than the Nation as a 
whole. 


ESTIMATED INCREASE IN CIVILIAN POPULATION, 1950-54* 


Area Number Percent Gain. 
U. S., total 9,450,000 6.3% 
Indiana 271,000 6.9 

Ohio 596 , 000 ee 
Michigan 650, 000 10.2 
Illinois 434,000 5.0 
Wisconsin 140,000 4,1 


* From April 1950 (Census) to July 1954. Excludes 


persons in the Armed Forces stationed in each area. 
Sources Bureau of the Census, Series P=-25, No. 104, 


The over-all regional and state figures cover up vast differences in rate of 
growth within smaller units, such as counties. The accompanying map reveals how 
important it is to study the areal distribution of growth. The population changes 
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PERCENTAGE INCREASE IN POPULATION 
1930-50, BY COUNTIES 
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during the last twenty years (1930-50) do not provide a reliable forecast of the 
changes to come in the next twenty years, but it is common knowledge that trends 
tend to persist. 

Study of the map shows that there has been a patterning of areas of loss and 
gain in population. The reader will immediately relate losses to such things as 
decline in coal-mining employment in certain areas, migration from poor hill 
counties, loss of opportunity in once-forested regions, and decline of population 
in good farming counties distant from industrial cities (outside range for factory 
commuters). 

The areas with a gain of less than 14 percent are also falling behind in some 


respects. Typically, they are losing many of their young men and women to areas 


which gained at an aboveeaverage rate--average being about 21 to 22 percent in this 

regione The counties with gains of less than 14 percent are also patterned, being 

usually around the “loss" counties. | 
In the range of 14 to 28 percent fall the counties which experienced an 

"average" gain. The average (21-22%) is in the middle of this range.e Counties with 

an average gain are not scattered in random fashion either==they tend to lie between 

the faster=and slower=growing groups. 
The faster=growing counties are seen to be fringe areas of the largest cities, 

selected smaller independent communities in which industrial growth took place, 

areas wherein military projects were constructed, favored resort counties, and the 

like, Types are too numerous to discuss; also, the interesting hypotheses suggested 

by the map fall outside the content of this report. 


Getting back to Fort Wayne, the reader will notice that Allen County was among 


the average gainers (25%) in population. Most of the counties around it experienced 


less than an average gain. To the northeast, in Ohio, there were even "loss" 


counties. Fort Wayne is surrounded, except to the west, by a large area that has 
made little growth in the last 20 years. The gain has been far below average to 
the east and southeast, expecially into northwestern Ohio. With development of 
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Surface water resources it seems probable that parts of this section will attract 


more industry, 1/ 
Granted Fort Wayne appears to be in a relatively weak area, in terms of popu- 


lation growth, there is anotherpoint worth emphasis. It is the principal city in 


a large area=-an independent community in an economic sense and thus a city which 
will continue to provide a wide range of services for a large hinterland. Gains in 
economic activity in the environs, which now appear likely, will increase business 
in Fort Wayne. However, in the long run the gain in industrial jobs in Allen County 


should have the most direct bearing upon the future growth of Fort Wayne. 


B, Growth of Population in Fort Wayne Standard Metropolitan Area (Allen Co.) 
Compared With Selected Areas 


Comparison of population gains in the Fort Wayne Area and in other areas of 
various types and sizes should give a number of interesting and suggestive ideas 
that supplement and elaborate upon the preceding discussion. 

Figure 1 gives a pictorial impression of the comparative rate of growth of the 
Fort Wayne Standard Metropolitan Area and selected standard metropolitan areas in 
the Tri-State Region. (In all these cases the standard metropolitan area is the 
Single county in which the central city is located.) The Slope of the line indicates 
the comparative percentage change. It is immediately apparent that most of the 
areas have had a similar experience=-what happens to one is likely to be happening 
to another in the region. 2f Fort Wayne has grown more steadily than most, without 


1/ Northwestern Ohio is believed to have been bypassed by industry largely because 
of water=supply limitations. Rock wells have been only modest producers. Several 


reservoirs have been constructed and others are in prospect. The latest evidence 
of renewed growth in this area is announcement by Standard Oil that it will build 
a large petrochemical plant at Lima.s Mr. He Ge Steegman of the Indiana=Michigan 

Electric Company has helped in analyzing this situation. 

2/ It is true, generally, that all these cities are manufacturing centers, with 

heavy metals industries predominating. All have come under the influence of the 

auto industry. 
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Figure 1 


POPULATION GROWTH, FORT WAYNE METROPOLITAN AREA AND 
SELECTED METROPOLITAN AREAS IN INDIANA, OHIO AND MICHIGAN 
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the spectacular gains of Flint and South Bend during periods in which the auto 
industry made extraordinary progress, 

More detailed analysis of the population changes in the Fort Wayne Area is 
provided by the succeeding charts. These are all of the same type; the percent= 
“age gain during each decade is plotted on coordinate paper and the points have 
been joined for the reader's convenience. 

Figure 2 helps one to put the Fort Wayne Area into a better perspective 
than has been provided to this point. The local growth was between 20 and 30 


percent each decade to the 1930's, when it dropped to less than 6 percent. The 


1940-50 gain was above 18 percent. 

The 162 metropolitan areas in the U. S. (combined) grew considerably faster 
than Fort Wayne during all decades except 1920-30. The 23 areas, including 
Fort Wayne, which first attained a total population of 100,000 or more at the 
1920 census grew much more rapidly, on the average, than Fort Wayne. (These 23, 
generally younger=type areas, outgrew the older, large ones, on the average.) 

On the other hand, Fort Wayne has grown more rapidly than the U. S. and East 


North Central States, on the average. Notice should be taken of the fact that 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


lines connecting percentage changes generally trend in the same direction=-again 
emphasizing that growth tends to be shared. 


Figure 3 provides a comparative picture of the rate of growth of the Fort 


Wayne Area and of the largest cities in the region. Over the 50-year period 
they all out-gained Fort Wayne, but Fort Wayne's rate of growth exceeded that 
of Chicago and Cleveland during the last two decades. The Detroit Area has been 
in a class by itself, but even Detroit has fallen into about the same pattern 
as the others since 1930, 

Figure 4 gives a comparison between Fort Wayne and a group of areas that 
are more nearly its sizes The Flint experience (autos) has been practically 
the same as Detroit's. South Bend presents a picture of a roller coaster-=Grand 
Rapids to a lesser extent. 
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‘Figure 2°” 


PERCENT INCREASE IN POPULATION DURING DECADES, AS SHOWN 


% Increase 1900-1950: 


Us oe oe e ® e e e e * s e e e e es “) 98.3% 
East North Gentral States . « « » © 90.2% 
162 ‘Metropolitan Areas §. + se se jl? 728% 

23 Metropolitan Areas. bel.«.leus .<129009% 
Fort Wayne Metropolitan Area .« « e 137.8% 


+40 
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) WA: 
0 . we aT | 
1900= ‘i6) sty 19L0= Give 71920-  Ljecri930— anye1940- 
1910 1920 1930 1940 1950 


* Including Fort Wayne, which first attained total population of 100,000 
(officially) at 1920 census. 
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Figure 
PERCENT INCREASE IN POPULATION DURING DECADES, AS SHOWN 


(Metropolitan Areas) 
#% Increase, 1900=50; 
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Figure 4 


PERCENT INCREASE IN POPULATION DURING DECADES AS SHOWN > 


(Metropolitan Areas) 


% Increase 1900=50: 
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Figure 5 


PERCENT INCREASE IN POPULATION DURING DECADES, AS SHOWN 


(Metropolitan Areas) 


% Increase 1900-1950; 


Fort Wayne « e « e 137.8% 
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Muncie . eeeee 81.9% 
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Figure 5, comparing the rate of growth of Fort Wayne with a smaller group of 
standard metropolitan areas within the region, reveals that among these areas Fort 
| Wayne again presents a rather stable growth picture. Only Kalamazoo has experienced 
| a higher rate of growth over the 50-year period. 

‘In the perspective afforded by this series of charts, one gets a picture of the 
Fort Wayne Area as one in which growth has been relatively consistent rather than 
spectacular. 3/ (This, according to students of the subject, tends to enable a 
community to are adequate and healthy adjustments to growth.) On the other hand, 
| Fort Wayne and all but two or three areas shown on the charts had a comparatively 
unfavorable experience during the 1930's. (Compare the Ue. S. 1930-40, in Figure 2 
with separate metropolitan areas.) National prosperity is doubly important to these 


metropolitan areaS. 


3/ A number of cities in the southeast, southwest and west have made the most 
spectacular gains. Federa} installations had much to do with this development. 
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C. Growth in Number of Jobs and in Population, Fort Wayne Economic Area and 
Other Indiana Areas, 1930 to 1950 

The Council's staff has studied the changes between 1930 and 1950 in 
employment and population growth in Indiana counties and groups of counties 
(tentatively considered to be "economic areas"). The 1930 Census is the first 
one to provide data on the industrial distribution of the labor force in a 
form reasonably comparable with current tabulations; otherwise, it might have 
been’ of even greater interest to have studied a longer period such as 1920 to 
1950. The purpose of this study wag to show what changes in numbers of jobs 
of various types had occurred, and to relate this to changes in population 
in the counties and groups of counties. The question of industrial "balance" 
was also considered. The jobs were classified as "primary" (agriculture, 
forestry and fisheries--raw materials industries) "secondary" (manufacturing, 
mining and construction--processing industries), and "tertiary" (all others-- 
basically service-type industries). Balance and inter=-relations among these 
were also studied. 1/ 

In the accompanying table, statistics are presented to show the changes 
that took place, on a net basis, in the Fort Wayne Area during the twenty-year 
period. Changes are expressed both numerically and in percentage form. In 
addition to Allen County, other counties tentatively identified as being part 
of the Fort Wayne economic area (perhaps labor market area would be a more 
defensible term) are listed, and Area totals shown. 2/ 


Allen County gained almost 37,000 inhabitants in the twenty years, and 


about 15,000 total jobs filled by resident workers. Note that resident workers 


1/ No report, other than a 4=page article "Employment and Population Growth," 
has been published on the basis of this research. 


2/ The "areas" of Indiana were delineated, primarily, on the basis of studies 


of commuting to factory jobs. Studies include those of the Employment Security 


Division (see copy) and the Council. Perhaps Vanwert County in Ohio should 
be included with Fort Waynes however, including it would have little effect 
on the results. 
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NUMERICAL AND PERCENTAGE CHANGES IN POPULATION AND IN RESIDENT EMPLOYED, BY 
TYPE OF INDUSTRY, 1930 TO 1950, FORT WAYNE ECONOMIC AREA 


OE. NS OE I ES ESS ES OE ae eS SS A 


Popula- Type of Industry 
__County tion All Groups Primary Secondary _ ry Tertiary 
Allen 36,979 14,919 -1,211 4,630 11,500 
Adams 25436 L634 -369 1,154 848 
Wells Wry ee Leis -676 812 997 
Huntington 2327 STACY. ~385 1,933 825 
Whitley 2,897 As gal -528 1,045 854 
Noble 2,073 1,660 -625 1,506 779 
DeKalb oy Le 630 ~816 962 484 
Paulding (Ohio) =~ 254 1 -1,045 931 115 
Area totals 49,321 24,220 -5,655 13,473 16,402 
Percentage Changes: 

Allen 20 29 -24 16 42 
Adams 12 23 -13 59 35 
Wells 6 18 -24 57 47 
Huntington 8 ao -14 64 18 
Whitley 18 32 -20 134 43 
Noble 12 21 -20 79 26 
DeKalb 4 7 -30 39 ree 
Paulding (Ohio) -2 0) -39 147 6 
Area averages Hake me -23 33 35 


Source: Adapted from 1930 and 1950 Censuses. 


engaged in manufacturing, mining and construction (secondary industry) increased 


in numbers by only 4,630, whereas tertiary (service-type) increased in numbers 


by 11,500 in the county. There were 1,211 fewer persons employed in agriculture 


(etc.) in 1950 than in 1930. The reader may be interested in studying the 
numerical changes in the other counties. 

For the Area as a whole, the total gain in resident employed was 24,220, 
but the gain in population only 49,321. This amounts to only about 2.03 more 
inhabitants for every additional job. Over a period of time, about 37-38 per- 
cent of all persons in the U. S. are in the labor force, meaning that there are 
about 2.6 persons for each worker in the labor force. In 1930, the Fort Wayne 
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Area was almost exactly "average" in this respect; the ratio of persons to jobs 


was 2.6. However, in 1950 the situation was quite different: there were only 
about 2.39 residents per job. One can correctly deduce that the Area had a 
relatively large proportion of its population included in the labor force in 
1950. Another deduction, which seems correct, is that the growth in population 
in the 20-year period was small in proportion to the increase in jobs. Another 
deduction is that it is probable that the increase in jobs in the Area will 
eventually serve as an economic base for a rather substantially larger 
population. Several assumptions are implied. 

A study of the percentage changes is of special interest. Note that in 
Allen County the percentage changes in pee alait on and number of resident jobs 
were identical (25%), as they should tend to be in an areas Jobs in secondary 
industry, which we usually think of as the prime mover in creating new growth, 
increased only 16 percent, whereas tertiary (service) jobs gained by 42 percent 
in the county. Look, however, at the figures for the other counties: jobs in 
secondary industry, filled by residents of the outlying counties, generally 
increased by 60 to 130-140 percent, far more than the gain in tertiary jobs in 
these counties. Allen County residents tended to fill more and more the total 


array of service=-type (white collar to a large extent) jobs. As far as the 


jobs in secondary industry are concerned, it takes little research to show that 


a large share of the new jobs (primarily in manufacturing) were located in 
Allen County, in or around the city of Fort Wayne. The residents of outlying 
counties, driving to work at Fort Wayne, tended to fill more and more of the 
factory jobs. Decline of farm jobs is a crucial balancing factor. 

Unless this general pattern is understood, the figures for the individual 
counties would make little sense. When the counties ee combined there is 
some semblance of order. If a more nearly "true" labor market or economic 


area could be delineated, the orderliness would, no doubt, increase. 
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SUGGESTED DIVISION INTO ECONOMIC AREAS--FOLLOWING COUNTY LINES 
(Showing cities of 10,000 or more and Lawrenceburg, Jasper & Tell City) 


INDIANA ECONOMIC COUNCIL 


The final row of Area averages is of interest in several respects. Ona 
percentage basis, jobholders in the Area increased by 22 percent and population 
only 17 percent. A 22 percent gain in population would have added about 
PeecOD/seeaons in the Area. The gain in tertiary jobs slightly exceeded gain 
in secondary jobs. 

Finally, how do the average changes in the Area compare with those of 
Indiana and of other areas in the state? Statistics in the following table 
give tentative answers. 

Population gain in the Fort Wayne Area was smaller than the average for 
the state, even Pea daa in jobs was relatively more. Agricultural jobs 
declined at a slower rate in the Area than in the State--note that the percent~ 
age decline, 1930-50, was generally less in the northern counties than in the 
southern. Percentage gains in secondary and tertiary jobs happen to have been 
the same in the Fort Wayne Area and in Indiana. In both the State and the 


Area, there was a gain of 1.2 tertiary-type workers in relation to every 


secondary=type worker. 


PERCENTAGE CHANGE IN POPULATION AND IN RESIDENT EMPLOYED, BY TYPE OF INDUSTRY, 


1930 TO 1950, INDIANA AND SUGGESTED ECONOMIC AREAS 


Type of Industry 
Popula-= All 


Area tion Industry Primary Secondary Tertiary 
Total, Indiana 21% 21% =30% 33% 35% 
4 Fort Wayne 17 a, =23 33 35 
1 Calumet (Chicago) 42 40 -19 40 51] 
2 South Bend 25 28 -21 39 oF 
5a Ne Gas Belt 10 15 =21 45 1S 
5b S. Gas Belt oe 22 -30 37 34 
6 Lafayette 20 20 -25 54 38 
7 Indianapolis 27 23 ~32 28 32 
8 Terre Haute -3 -6 -38 ~20 19 
9 Vincennes =] =-4 -42 -10 eT 
10 Bloomington 6 6 -42 11 39 
11 Columbus 26 2 -35 93 35 
12 Lawrenceburg (Cincinnati) 9 7 ~35 78 24 
13 New Albany (Louisville) C5 22 -27 44 50 
14 Jasper-Tell City 6 13 -29 50 39 
15 Evansville ae 23 -45 38 40 
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In the perspective supplied by this tabulation, one can see that the 
Fort Wayne Area has had an “average” growth. Some 7-8 out of the areas out~ 
distanced it during the period 1930 to 1950, 

Perhaps the highlight of this sub-section is the suggestion that the 
Fort Wayne Area developed an economic base for a potentially larger population 
during the 1930 to 1950 period. Apart from "normal" trends in the 1950's, 
there will be no way of even partially substantiating this. Unpublished 
(at this time) estimates of the State Board of Health do indicate a sizable 
growth in Allen County between April 1950 and July 1954. Recovery of factory 
employment to 1951-53 levels should spark a more than average rate of population 


growth, with associated gains in economic activity. 
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MANUFACTURING EMPLOYMENT: TRENDS AND OUTLOOK 


A. Number of Wage Earners in Manufacturing, 1919 to 1947 


Census of Manufactures counts of wage earners in manufacturing, in 
Specified census years, are given in the accompanying table and charts. 

The Fort Wayne Standard Metropolitan Area (Allen Co.) is compared with 
other metropolitan areas in the Tri-State Region and with Indiana, the 
East North Central States, and the United States. 

Wage earners in the Fort Wayne Area increased from 16,509 in 1919 
(first year, since 1800's, counties were identified in census reports) to 
23,306 in 1929. This figure was not reached again, we may be certain, until 
some time after World War II began--at least, it is very doubtful that there 
was another year as "good" as 1937 in Fort Wayne between 1929 and the early 
1940*s, and the number of wage earners employed in 1937 was less than 20,000, 
average for the year. In 1947, there were more than 30,000 wage earners. 

The bottom half of the table presents a rather striking picture, and 
one not anticipated by the researcher. Notice that among the twelve metro-~ 
politan areas, only South Bend had a larger relative gain in employment 
between 1919 and 1929 than Fort Wayne underwent. (Indianapolis had 
fewer wage earners in 1929, and so did the U. S. as a whole, but Indiana 
as a whole experienced a gain of 38.3 percent.) 

From 1929 to 1935, Fort Wayne factory employment dipped 35.6 percent, 
giving Fort Wayne the dubious distinction of experiencing the greatest 
decline, over-all, among the areas listed. The 1935-37 period witnessed 
considerable gains. Fort Wayne fell back farther, percentage-wise, than 
all the areas except Toledo between 1937 and 1939. 

The final highlight of the table is that among all the areas, Fort Wayne 


experienced the greatest percentage gain in factory workers between 1939 and 
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Metropolitan Area 1919 1929 1935 1937 1939 1947 
|Fort Wayne (Allen) 16,509 23,306 15,015 19,181 14,133 30,085 
|Muncie (Delaware ) 7,822 10,720 9,040 12,505 10,464 opera es 
|Indianapolis (Marion) 92,142 0 3 Beh OY 36 , 828 41,254 38, 705 73,168 


|South Bend (St. Joseph) 19,957 31,400 20,873 24,503 20,819 37,158 


| Evansville (Vanderburgh) 14,475 15,917 13,221 17,744 13,822 23,845 


|Lake County 41,239. 50,498 47,884." 65.632. 58,036. .| 78,272 
i Michigans 

. 

|Flint (Genessee) 24,884 32,001 36,547 42,649 23;072 47,887 
|Kalamazoo (Kalamazoo) 10,228 Lee aS 1LO;S18) 9 Fie ydoG 11,016 17,058 
Grand Rapids (Kent) 25,640, 30,979. 21,014 986949 29,882 © (415961 
Jackson (Jackson) 10,073 ticle 7,599 Sates 6,918 134052 
Ohio: 

Lima (Allen) Lisp a! 6,588 Ahad 6,430 Sp kets, 1 UAT are 
ECCS CCE) AO nee PoC hs tlt ALO Osh ed woe (alam 
Indiana (thous.) | 228 315 248 313 2715 457 
E. N. Central States(thous. )2,387 2,942 2,082 pee Te 2,180 300 
United States (thous. ) 8,465 3,370 7,204 8,569 7,808 11,916 


PERCENT CHANGE 
1919-1929 1929235 1935-37 1937-39 1939-47 1919-47 


| Fort Wayne (Allen) 


Alves -35.6 PEE | -26.3 Lie. 82.2 
| Muncie (Delaware) Spe -15.7 38.3 -16.3 50.2 100.9 
Indianapolis (Marion) -2.0 -27.9 1250 -6.2 89.0 40.3 
South Bend (St. Joseph) Ste 33.5 17.4 -15.0 78.5 86.2 
Evansville (Vanderburgh) 9.9 -16.9 24,2 ~22.1 Charis 64.7 
Lake County 2201 “4.9 STL -11.6 34.9 89.8 
Michigan; 
Kalamazoo (Kalamazoo) 18.7 ~15.1 20.1 -ll.l 54.8 66.8 
Jackson (Jackson) 12.9 -33.2 14.8 -20.7 97.3 ooo 
Ohios 
Lima (Allen) -13.6 -28.5 36.5 -4.6 91.9 54.5 
OCR i 240 Pols CN ied Me ate EO) 0 ks saan aa LS Ra ee ake IW Na ieee as Flee Eee 
Indiana 38.3 -21.1 Dae -12.2 GG ate 101.1 
E.N. Central States 6.0 -18.1 23 oo -15.2 Od.0 49.4 
United States ~1,1 -13.9 18.9 -8,9 0250 40.8 
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1947. For the period 1919 to 1947, the gain of 82.2 percent gives Fort 
Wayne fifth rank among the twelve He eee ene ne areas in rate of growth 
in this important economic variable. 1/ 

(Figures 6 and 7) 

The charts/give a vivid picture of developments from one census year to 
the next--unfortunately, many years are skipped. Some conclusions one might 

‘draw more readily from the charts than from the table are theses 

1) Manufacturing centers in this general region have had about the 
same type of experience, over-all; that is, employment goes up and down in 
the same general pattern in one area as in another, in response to general 
nation-wide economic conditions. | 

2) There are apparent Abba ETE in degree of volatility, and these 
should not be ignored even though item 1 seems more basic. The United States 
as a whole, as would be expected, experienced much lesser ups and downs than 
most the individual metropolitan areas. Of the areas, Kalamazoo appears to 
have been the most stable. 

3) Flint, Michigan, was the only area able to buck the 1929-35 decline 
(General Motors expansion locally), but Lake County almost pic ceeded Lima, 
Ohio and Indianapolis were the only areas that fell backward in the 1919-29 
period. 

4) As compared with movements in other areas, the industrial dip in the 
1937-39 period was more noticeable in Fort Wayne than the 1929-35 decline was. 
Note also that Flint did not escape in the 1937-39 period. A careful study 
of Fort Wayne's manufactures in relation to the 1937-39 a ba ie situation 


might still be relevant for an understanding of Fort Wayne's economy. 


; 
1/7. It should be recognized that the comparative level of employment in the 
base year, 1919, is an important consideration in this calculation. Our | 


data do not reveal how normal or abnormal 1919 was in each locality, in terms 
of longer-term trends. 
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B. Changes In Manufacturing Employment, By Type of Industry, 1947 to 1951 


There are no data on Fort Wayne Area factory employment, by type of 
industry, previous to the 1947 Census of Manufactures. The 1947 statistics 
are presented in the accompanying table, together with 1951 (latest available) 
figures taken from the reports of the Bureau of Old Age and Survivors Insurance. 
Except for the fact that the 1951 figures are for mid-March and the Census 
statistics are average for the year, the two sets of data should be reasonably 
comparable. V/ They provide a rather interesting record of changes during 
this significant period. 

Even recognizing that the two sources ofdata are not strictly comparable, 
we are inclined to believe that employment in food industries really declined 


between 1947 and 1951. (1947 BOASI data substantiate this.) The same may be 


said for textiles. Farther down the list, note the probable decline in im- 
portance of fabricated metals; here, however, the problems of identical 
classification from one source to another become very great. 

The most important loss indicated is, of course, in machinery (exc. 
electrical). A decline of some 2,500 in service and household machines (in 
this case, pumps of various kinds and household appliances, we understand) is 
indicated. There is also an apparent loss of 1,000 employees in electrical 
machinery. 

Manufacturing groups accounting for most of the over-all gain between 
1947 and 1951 were transportation equipment and rubber products, (BOASI data 
for 1947 tend to substantiate these comparisons.) It is apparent that the 
growth of the rubber products group is a significant current development. 

1/7 In view of the fact that Bureau of Old Age and Survivors Insurance statistic: 
were published for Mid-March 1947, it might seem unusual to compare 1951 BOASI 
figures with Census of Manufactures data for 1947 rather than use 1947 BOASI 
statistics. Actually, the two sources used are considered to be much more 


comparable, except possibly for seasonal-type industries. By 1951, BOASI 
procedures had been carefully condinated with Census Bureau operations. 
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TOTAL EMPLOYMENT IN MANUFACTURING IN ALLEN COUNTY, 1947 AND 195] 


Number 
(average Number 
for the Mid-March, 
industry Group year), 1947 1951 
All industries 38,972 41,213 
Food and kindred products 3,176 2,644 
Meat products 639 476 
Dairy products 396 343 
Bakery products 855 797 
Beverages 850 598 
Tobacco manufactures 44 3* 
Textile mill products 1,302 926 
Apparel and related products 857 955 
Lumber and products, except furniture 220 208 
Furniture and fixtures 296 680 
Paper and allied products Sole: 396 
Printing and publishing industries 816 932 
Commercial printing 249 Poa! 
Chemicals and allied products 226 272 
Petroleum and coal products 9 20% 
Rubber products 220% 1,804 
Leather and leather products 10% 18* 
Stone, clay, and glass products 66 43 
Primary metal industries 2,866 2,930 
Fabricated metal products 609 336 
Metal stamping and coating 190 139 
Machinery (except electrical) qiegaele, 5,289 
Metalworking machinery 332 416 
Special industry machinery, n.e.c. 159 129 
Service and household machines 5,888 35201 
Electrical machinery 13,044 12,010 
Transportation equipment 7,092 9,173 
Instruments and related products 27* 20 
Miscellaneous manufactures 227 123 
Administrative & auxiliary xe 25441 


vee te oe eee RE ee ER a a ls A ES SA 
* Estimated. 


** Not segregated in 1947 Census. 
Sources: 1947 Census of Manufactures and U. S. Dept. of Commerce, County 
Business Patterns, First Quarter 1951, Part 4. 
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C. Current Trends in Employment of Workers, by Industry, Fort Wayne and 
Other Metropolitan Areas of Indiana 

For a picture of changes in employment that have occurred over the last 
few years one can turn to the employment figures of the Indiana Employment 
Security Division. The data we shall use include workers covered by the un- 
employment insurance program (generally, persons employed by business and 
industrial firms with 8 or more employees). The coverage is believed to be 
adequate for the purposes of this analysis--i.e., 100-percent coverage would 
yield the same general conclusions, we feel certain. 1/ 

The accompanying charts show total covered employment of all types and 
covered employment in manufacturing industries. By plotting the numbers on 
graph paper with a logarithmic vertical scale a conservative picture of change 
is afforded, which makes a gain from 10,000 to 20,000 in a small area look as 
impressive as one from 100,000 to 200,000 in a large area. 

In the Indianapolis Standard Metropolitan Area, total covered employment 
fell below December 1948 levels until about the middle of 1950; except for a 
small dip in 1952, it tended upward to December of 1953, and then dropped in 
the first quarter of 1954. Lake County did not gain in employment to the 
extent Marion did after March of 1950. After the petroleum=steel strikes of 
1952, Lake County moved upward, above Marion (Indianapolis). The downturn in 
Lake began before December of 1953. 


1/ The Employment Security Division began to prepare estimates of total employ- 
ment by industrial classifications, for the five largest metropolitan areas 


(Indianapolis, Lake County, South Bend, Fort Wayne and Evansville) during the 
1949-50 period. Its routine administrative statistics on covered employment 
were not adequate for some agencies and businesses that utilize such information. 
We used the covered employment figures because they are available for several 
additional quarters (they appear to be reasonably valid and reliable beginning 
early in 1948) and because this series includes Muncie and Terre Haute, Our 
concern here is with trends, mainly, and not with the absolute levels of employ- 
ment in the various industry groups. In industry groups of the type character- 
ized by small firms the covered employment figures may be unreliable to show 
trends, but this should not apply to manufacturing. 
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South Bend, Fort Wayne, and Evansville are the middle three areas; 
throughout most of the period they have ranked in size in that order. Trend 
lines here seem to be more varied. South Bend (St. Joseph County) gained 
to December 1948, had a sharp decline in mid-1949 but recovered rapidly=--the 
auto business held up well in the '49 recession. The Area tended downward 
after December of 1950, then began to gain employment late in 1952, peaked 
in 1953 at a high level, and dropped abruptly. 


Fort Wayne's employment did not surge upward _as much as covered employ- 


ment_did in South Bend or Evansville. The decline through the 1949 recession 


Ee RE EONS ERD Re mY CE ee 


was long in time and substantial in numbers. With the recovery in 1950, the 
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the 1953 peak was less noticeable in Fort Wayne than in most areas. 
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Vanderburg County (Evansville Area) had a substantially smaller covered 
employment in 1948 than the South Bend-Fort Wayne Areas, but shot upward until 
it passed Fort Wayne in March of 1953. Part of the decline in the December 
1949-March 1950 period was due to labor disputes. Large defense contracts 
(especially for aircraft parts) explain part of the exceptional gains after 
December of 1951. The decline began here in 1953, and has been deep. 

The Terre Haute and Muncie Areas have total covered employment of about 
the same magnitude. Trends were surprisingly similar through the 1949 
recession, but Muncie gained much more after the recession, slumped in 1951 
and early 1952, then gained abruptly (except for a strike in June 1953) before 
it began to lose employment late in 1953. The Terre Haute Area has never 
equaled its 1948 covered employment at any time since then; it is the only 
area with a slight downward tendency over recent years. On the other hand, 
the decline in the first quarter of 1954 is hardly noticeable. t 

Inspection of the second chart showing trends in covered employment in 


manufacturing reveals a greater tendency to experience ups and downs in this 
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type of employment than in total employment. Also, the trends in manu- 
facturing are seen to be in the same direction as those in total employment-- 
manufacturing is more than half of total covered employment in most areas. 

The reader may wish to compare trends fn Enea etee areas, as has been done 
above Recall that abrupt changes for one period’are generally due to strikes. 
High and Low Points in Emoloyment 

-In the accompanying table, the high and low points in covered employment 
are emphasized. Index numbers (or relatives), with employment in June of 
1948 as. 100%, are given to provide a direct, mathematical expression of the 
levels in the seven standard metropolitan areas. The months during which 
the low and high points were experienced are given. 

The Fort Wayne Area, with about 85 percent as many covered employed in 
September of 1949-as June of 1948 appears to have had the largest (percentage- 
wise) dip during the '49 recession, and Indianapolis appears to have had the 
smallest. As to the high point, the Evansville Area was in a class by itself, 
attaining a gain of about 39 percent over the June 1948 level. Fort Wayne 


exceeded its 1948 levels by 8 percent during its June 1953 peak. Indiana as 
a whole had a low point 93 percent of the base period, and a high point about 


19 percent above the base. 

As of March 1954, the South Bend and Terre Haute Areas were lowest in 
employment relative to 1948. Evansville (despite an abrupt dip) was still 
about 8 percent above June 1948. Lake County and the Indianapolis Area 
(Marion County) show a generally more even and apnea Tah a position throughout. 

Covered mangerctocing employment is singled out for emphasis in the 
second table. The pattern is like that for the total employment-=since manu- 
facturing is generally more than 50 percent of the total. However, it is 
apparent that the declines during the '49 recession were greater in the manu- 
facturing segment, and the rise and fall after June of 1950 was largely 


ee 


TOTAL COVERED EMPLCYMENT AT SPECIFIED PERICDS, 
INDIANA STANDARD METROPOLITAN AREAS 


June | ‘Low Point High Point March 
Area 1948 before June 1950 after June 1950 _1954 
Fort Wayne 61,596 52,166 Sept. *49 66,324 June '53 60,655 
Muncie | 26 , 060 22,918 Dec. '49 29,815 Sept. '53 25,455 
Lake County 130,932 121,229 Mar. '50 L47ee 13 Deca, oe 135,702 
Indianapolis 183,645 175,684 Mar. '50 216,623 Dec. '53 201,201 
South Bend 69,220 64,082 June '49 82,440 Sept. '53 60,666 
Evansville 49,431 42,250 Dec. '49 68,510 Mar. '53 5379308 
Terre Haute 26 629 23,509 Mar. '49 26,380 Sept. '50 . 23,348 
Indiana, total 904,221 843,684 June '49 1,074,628 Sept. '53 948,809 


Index: June 194° = 100.0 | | 
| 


Fort Wayne 100.0 84.7 107.6 98.4 | 
Muncie 100.0 87.9 | 114.4 97.7 | 
Lake County 100.0 92.6 112.4 103.6 | 
Indianapolis 100.0 95.7 118.0 110.0 
South Bend 100.0 92,5 119.0 87.6 
Kaneva te 100.0 85.0 138.6 108.3 
Terre Haute 100.0 68.3 99.1 87.7 
Indiana, total 100.0 93.2 118.7 104.8 


rr EK 


Sources Adapted from reports of the Indiana Employment Security Division. 
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COVERED MANUFACTURING EMPLOYMENT AT SPECIFIED PERIODS, 


INDIANA STANDARD METROPOLITAN AREAS 


June Low Point High Point March 
Area 1948 before June 1950 after June 1950 _1954 
Fort Wayne 39, 287 30,743 Sept. '49 41,357 Mar. "53 36,107 
Muncie 17,985 14,988 Dec. '49 20,619 Sept. '53 16,782 
Lake County 98,179 92,643 Mar. '50 111,710 June '53 Le gt ce 
Indianapolis 90,084 83,035 June '49 109,817 June ‘53 100,534 
South Bend 47,654 41,958 June *49 56,484 Sept. '53 36,205 
Evansville 32,066 23,792 Dec. *49 48,316 Mar, '53 33,827 
Terre Haute 11,876 9,228 Mare '49 12,01l Sept.) (51 10,749 
Indiana, total 550,711 499,660 June '49 680,399 Mar. '53 S/6,312 


Indexs June 1948 = 100.0 


Fort Wayne 100.0 7862 105.3 PBs) 
Muncie 100.0 83.3 114.6 93.3 
Lake County 100.0 94,3 Be BS ie 104.6 
Indianapolis 100.0 92.2 121.9 111.6 
South Bend 100.0 88.0 1igso 76.0 
Evansville 100.0 74.2 150.6 105.5 
Terre Haute 100.0 Piet 101.1 90.9 
Indiana, total 100.0 90.7 123.5 104.6 


LL LLCS LE LT TALL CS “Ce er ey Se secs pes 


Sources Adapted from reports of the Indiana Employment Security Division. 
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concentrated in manufacturing. . There are some exceptions; for example, manu- 
facturing employment dropped comparatively little in Lake County during the 


‘49 dip, and pega ey employment had fallen off less, relatively, in 


“Terre Haute (March '54 vs. ane *48) than had total employment. 


Geoutes in the final column reveal that, SYS Ahh St A the lowest level 
of manufacturing Brpiovaert by. March of 1954 was in the South Bend Area. 

Fort Wayne was among the group with an index below 100. Evansville dropped 
from an index of 150.6 to 105.5, but this was still at a comparatively high 
level from a longer-term point of view. In March of 1954, Indiana was still 
about 43 percent above June °48. 

Changes _in Covered Employment within Manufacturing Groups 

Which types of manufactures have accounted for the rather striking 
variations shown above? Partial answers are given in the accompanying table; 
detailed data to provide complete answers are not readily available. 

In the Fort Wayne Area, the comparatively unfavorable showing during '49 
was shared by all groups. Transportation equipment has been most cyclin 
it appears. The electrical machinery group seems to have been a relatively ~ 
strong segment. The machinery (exc. electrical) group gives evidence of 
absolute decline (recall geecedina section). 

‘In Lake County, strength has been predominant, but fabricated metals 
have made greater relative gains than primary metals. 

In the Indianapolis Area, covered employment in fabricated metals plants 
has, in general, slipped behind 1948 levels. Nonelectrical machinery dipped 
sharply in the 1949 recesSion, and has not reached 1948 levels since then. 
Electrical machinery reacted very differently: it expentiented a small dip by 
mid-1948, but recovered and reached levels some 187% above 1948 before a mild 
decline in 1953-54. One new factory (Western Electric) had much to do with 


the large gain in employment after 1950. Transportation equipment has been on 


COVERED EMPLOYMENT IN MANUFACTURING GROUPS, 
INDIANA STANDARD. METROPOLITAN AREAS 
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Area 


Fort Waynes 

Machinery (exce elec.) 
Electrical Machinery 
Transportation Equipment 
All other 


Machinery (exce elec.) 
Electrical Machinery 
Transportation Equipment 
All other 


Lake County: 
Products, Petroleum & Coal 


Primary Metals 
Fabricated Metals 
All other 


Products, Petroleum & Coal 
Primary Metals 

Fabricated Metals 

All other 


Indianapolis: 

Food & Kindred Products 
Chemical & Allied Products 
Fabricated Metals 
Machinery (exce elec.) 
Electrical Machinery 
Transportation Equipment 
All other 


Food & Kindred Products 
Chemical & Allied Products 
Fabricated Metals 
Machinery (exce elece) 
Electrical Machinery 
Transportation Equipment 
All other 


June 
1948 


4,672 
14,525 

8,542 
11,548 


Index: 


100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 


13,925 
57,828 

6,227 
20,199 


100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 


10,922 
7,815 
7,197 

14,811 
7,065 

17,108 

25,166 


100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 


June 19465 = 


~ Low Point 


before June 1950 


3,315 June 
12,040 June 


"49 
"49 


6,054 Septe tA9 


8,960 Dec. 


11,858 Mar. 
96,721 Mare 
5,682 Dece 
17,299 Dece 


Index 


9,819 Mar. 
7,707 Mare 
5,727 Mare 
9,662 Dec. 


6,650 Sept. 


"49 


100.0 


$50 
a8, 
"49 
¥49 
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¥49 
"48 


16,758 Sept. '49 


21,344 Mare 


Index 


90.9 
99.2 
7949 
6502 
94.1 
98,0 
84.8 
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High Point 


after June 1950 
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4,546 June 
16,760 Dece 
10,674 Mare 
11,966 June 


972 
115.4 
124.8 
103.6 


12,623 Sept. "51 


69, 106 Dece 
SO, 2i/4 June 


23,756 Sept. '53 


90.6 
119.5 
131.9 
117.6 


11,535 Sept. "51 
154 


959 Mare 
7,459 June 
13,397 Mare 
20,340 Male 
28,978 DéCe 


25,245 Sept. "50 


105.6 
109.5 
103.6 

90.4 
28728 
169.4 
100.3 
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11,693 


Oo, 168 


7,042 
20,821 


84.0 
109.2 
113.0 
10361 


9,474 
8,559 
5,792 
11,902 
16,233 
26,908 
21,666 


86.7 
109.5 
80.9 
80.4 
22907 
157.3 
86 el 
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COVERED EMPLOYMENT IN MANUFACTURING GROUPS, 
INDIANA STANDARD METROPOLITAN AREAS (Con't.) 


Area 


South Bends 


| Machinery (exce elec.) 


Transportation Equipment 
All other 


| Machinery (exc. elec.) 


Transportation Equipment 
All other 


Evansvilles 
| Machinery (exce elec.) 


Transportation Equipment* 


| All other* 


| Machinery (exc. elec.) 


Transportation Equipment* 


/ All other* 


June 
1948 


8,771 
23,909 
14,974 


100.0 
100.0 
100.0 


15,819 


16,247 


100.0 


100.0 


Low Point 


before June 1950 


9,993 Dece 
21,225 June 
14,362 Mare 


Index 


11,602 June 


11,286 Mar. 
Index 
iaed 


69.5 


149 
"49 
#50 


"49 


*50 


High Point 
after June 1950 


7,694 June ‘51 
34,673 Sept. '53 
15,189 June *5] 


87.7 
145.0 
101.4 


20,672 Mare '53 
16,139 Dec. *52 
28,864 Dec. "52 


130.7 


177.6 


| * The "all other" group includes transportation equipment in all periods. 
| Transportation equipment was first singled out for reporting in September 1952. 
| Notes 

| Sources 


Detail not published for Muncie and Terre Haute AreaSe 
Adapted from reports of the Indiana Employment Security Division. 
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an upward trend almost continually since 1948 in the Area, with an over~all 
gain of almost 10,000 covered workers. 

In the South Bend Area, the machinery industry began to decline in 1948 
and has made little recovery from the very low point in 1949. Employment in 
transportation equipment, on the other hand, was very strong throughout the 
1948-53 period, but dropped exceptionally far in the first quarter of 1954. 
The "all other" group has held up well. In effect, the recent distress in 
South Bend was partly due to weakness of the "machinery" segment in recent 
years--not just to the immediate problem in the auto industry. 

In the Evansville Area, the machinery group reacted rather unfavorably 
during the '49 recession and again in 1952, but gained sharply during the 
1953 boom period. The decline into March of 1954 was rather sharp. The "all 
other" group, of which transportation equipment was definitely the dynamic 
part, gained employment rapidly early in 1952. Separate figures for transpor- 
tation equipment were made available beginning in the third quarter of 1952. 
They show that this category had a peak covered employment of more than 16,000 
in December of 1952, but dropped to less than 7,000 in March of 1954. 

Breakdowns by types of manufactures are not provided, in published data, 
for the Terre Haute and Muncie Standard Metropolitan Areas. 

In view of the significant developments of 1954, it is not justifiable 
to place a great deal of emphasis on figures as of March 1954, These figures 
will have to be put into their proper light some months or years from now. 
The dip has been very sharp in some areas, within certain types of manu- 
factures, but it may turn out to have been a short-term decline in most, if 
not all, cases. On the other hand, there are hints in some cases that areas 


are changing in industrial composition. 
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Current Estimates of Total Employment 


Rather than leave dangling the employment picture as of March 1954, 
it may be desirable to look at more current developments in the industrial 
centers. Estimates of total employment (not just the part covered by the 
unemployment insurance program) are available from the Employment Security 
Division. Changes from July 1953 to September 1954 (latest data) are shown 
in the accompanying table. The table does not provide a picture of the 
sweep of events such as was shown in the preceding tables; it does, however, 
locate the strong and weak spots, by area and type of product, that have 
been revealed during the period in question. (The covered employment tables 
showed the trend through March of 1954. Recall that some places--especially 


Evansville--had reached a peak before July 1953.) 


ESTIMATED TOTAL EMPLOYMENT, SEVEN INDIANA STANDARD METROPOLITAN AREAS, BY 


TYPE OF INDUSTRY, SPECIFIED MONTHS 
(in thousands) 


July Sept. 
Area & Industry 53 153 
Fort Waynes: 
Total, all industries 94.0 92.1 
Manufacturing (total) 41.8 40.8 
Nonelect. machinery 4.4 4.4 
Electrical machinery 14.8 15.3 
Transp. equipment 9.6 8.6 
All other mfg. 13.0 12.5 
Muncies All industries 41.9 NA 
Lake County: 
Total, all industries 190.2 187.8 
Manufacturing (total) 21208961 0956 
Products of oil & coal 11.9 11.9 
Steel mills & foundries 70.1 67.4 
All other mfg. 30.8 30.3 
Terre Hautes 
Total, all industries . 43.6 NA 
Manufacturing (total) eg NA 
Indianapoliss 
Total, all industries 307.2 316.5 
Manufacturing (total) TOSS T1702 
Foods 9.2 10.5 
Chemicals 8.2 8.2 
Fabricated metals Tel Ted 
Nonelectric. machinery 12.9 12.6 
Electrical machinery 19.7 19.7 
Transportation equipment 25.3 hed 
All other mfg. 26.7 26.8 


March 
154 


July Sept. 
154 754 
84.4 83.1 
34.5 3301 
4.1 3ef 
12.4 11.8 
6.8 6.6 
ae 11.0 
36.7 NA 


12.1 12.1 
61.9 60.8 
28.7 27.6 
40.3 NA 
10.9 NA 


9.9 9-9 
8.3 8.3 
6.2 6.2 
11.6 11.3 
16.6 17.8 
24.9 24.7 
24.2 24.4 
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ESTIMATED TOTAL EMPLOYMENT, SEVEN INDIANA STANDARD METROPOLITAN AREAS, BY 
TYPE OF INDUSTRY, SPECIFIED MONTHS (Continued) 


(in thousands ) 


July Sept. March July Sept. 


Area _ & Industry Boo Do "54 '54 "54 
South Bends 
Total, all industries LOS Oe LOG a7 SR oY ieee a ta BYE 
Manufacturing (total) av ale sie Boe (Adel )* 41e0 
Nonelectricail machinery 6.3 6.8 6.0 4.6 5.4 
Transportation equipment Boe O 347 DOG At Oo ede 2). 9 
All other mfg. 15.1 15.49 1349" 14.2 14.3 
Evansville: 
Total, all industries 85.1 82.7 Vise ah aU Ries Lee 
Manufacturing (total) 41.8 39.2 B45210 890.9 28.3 
Nonelectrical machinery 14.1 14.2 Piast ile dee a 12.0 
Transp. equipment 13.8 Marys 8.2 6.2 3.4 
All other mfg. 13.9 13.4 Ole. f 12.9 


NA - Not available. 

* Weeks (alternate) when Studebaker production workers were employed. 
Estimated. 

Sources Reports of the Employment Security Division. 


In the Fort Wayne Area, total employment in the July '53-Sept. '54 
period declined (according to estimates) 10.9 thousand, with 8.7 thousand 
of that in manufacturing. Electrical machinery and transportation equipment 
each laid off 3,000 workers. 


The steel mills in Lake County finally, by the middle of 1954, were 
cutting down on employment, to the tune of 9 to 10 thousand. 


The Indianapolis Area displayed continuing strength through the July '53- 
Sept. '54 period--even more stability than Lake County. 


The decline in employment in South Bend was about 16.3 thousand, with 
15.4 thousand in manufacturing--mostly in the automotive plants. 


Evansville's decline in employment was about 11.7 thousand, mainly in 
transportation equipment and machinery. Here, it should be added that the 
decline in manufacturing from March 1953 to September 1954 is estimated to 
have been slightly over 20,000. 
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D. Outlook for Manufacturing in the Region 

Cities in this region rest mainly on manufacturing. ay) No base for substan~ 
tial growth other than manufacturing jobs is now in sight for them, excepting, 
probably, the cities on the Great Lakes, with prospects for water-borne trade. 


COMPARATIVE GROWTH OF MANUFACTURING EMPLOYMENT, UNITED STATES, EAST 
NORTH CENTRAL STATES AND INDIANA, CENSUS YEARS 


pease ce SO eee nape RR Ee ee 


Year United States E. North Central Indiana 
Index (1899=100) 
1899 100.0 100.0 100.0 
1909 144.6 147.0 140.9 
1919 202.8 240.0 | AL eth 
1929 199.2 250.6 240.8 
1939 196.4 228.8 22661 
1947 294.7 366.9 366.9 


ole ers 328.7 399.9 400.1 


% change, census periodss 


1899-1909 44.6 47.0 40.9 
1909-1919 40.3 63.3 53 el 
1919=1929 -1.8 4.4 11.6 
1929-1939 -1.4 “6.7 -6.1 
1939-1947 90.0 60.3 62.3 
1947-1952 te 9.0 9.1 


Sourcess Adapted from 1947 Census of Manufactures, Vol. Tey Table 4 and 1952 
Annual Survey of Manufactures. 


ee Municipal Yearbook, 1953 contains an analysis of standard metropolitan areas 
in terms of economic type. Every area shown on the preceding charts is listed as 

a manufacturing center, whereas for the U. Se as a whole only about 40 percent of 
the metropolitan areas are of this type. The ratio of manufacturing employment 
to the total of manufacturing, trade and service employment, during the 1947-48 
period, was as follows: 
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INDEX OF CHANGE IN TOTAL. EMPLOYMENT IN. MANUFACTURING (1899=100) 


Sources: 1899 to 1947, ‘from 1947 Census of Manufactures, Vol. l, 
1952 data from 1952 Annual Survey of Manufactures. 


Because of the apparent importance of manufacturing employment, it is useful 


to review briefly the past and present trends in the region. Fort Wayne will 
probably follow the regional pattern=-though such an outcome is not assured. 

The accompanying table (p. 28) gives comparative data on manufacturing employ- 
ment in the East North Central region and in Indiana since 1899. Both Indiana and 
the E. N. C. States have considerably outdistanced the nation as a whole since 1899, 


| 


In the earlier decadesIndiana gained less rapidly than the other four states 


| (combined), but Indiana caught up by 1939 or thereabouts and had a small lead in 
as02, The U. S. as a whole was falling behind this region throughout most of the 
|period, especially during 1909-19; in the 1939-47 period Indiana and its neighbors 
again forged ahead. The somewhat greater percentage gain in the U. S. than in this 


jregion during 1947-52 (11.5% as against 9.0%) may be accounted for by the relatively 


| 
jhigh level of employment in the region in 1947. 


) 
More detailed information (see U. S. Dept. of Labor, “Employment & Earnings," 


May 1954) reveals that Indiana, Michigan and Ohio, in that order, made impressive 


|gains in factory employment in the 1948-1953 period. Only a few states (California, 
| 


\Texas, Florida and Oklahoma) experienced greater rates of gain. 
| Evidence from the tabulation of investments in defense facilities under the 
lrapid tax amortization program (Certificates of Necessity) indicates that Indiana, 


1 
} 


Michigan and Ohio have received far more than their share, on a population basis, 

of the investments in industrial facilities. On a population basis, only one region, 
Texas and its neighbors, can be said to have participated to anywhere near the 
stent the Tri-State Region has. 

| The general conclusion must be, certainly, that Indiana and its neighbors 


(especially Michigan and Ohio, but with Illinois showing a belated upswing) are 


jcontinuing to be favored parts of the nation for manufacturing. 
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The potential advantages of the region in which Fort Wayne is located, along 
the "manufacturing belt" of the United States, have been given wide publicity in 
recent months due to research by geographers at the University of Chicago. 2/ Fort 
Wayne is given a_ special status as a result of these studies, in that it is deter- 
mined to be the optimum location for manufacturers or distributors wishing to 
minimize transport costs in serving the national market--land transport exclusively. 
(See page 26 of the Gold report.) 

Expansion of heavy metals industries in this region under conditions of in- 
creased water-borne trade via the St. Lawrence Seaway is beyond our ability to 
forecast, but it is common knowledge that the area already supplies a large part 
of the machinery and transportation equipment that weigh heavily in the total 
exports of the United States. 

Certainly anyone who has read the preceding materials on population growth 
and growth of manufactures will be inclined to agree that over the long run growth 
seems to be shared among cities in a region. In the long run, this may be the case 
at Fort Wayne, without local planning and development efforts. Two obvious weak- 
nesses of such thinking are the following: 

1) The current large short-run decline in factory employment, which has not 
been "corrected" to a significant degree as this is being written, is reason for 
concentrated efforts to create an economy less subject to cyclical influences. 

It seems to be difficult for the manufacturing cities in this region--excepting 
perhaps two or three of the largest ones=--to achieve a notable degree of industrial 
balance (see next section), but there is no proof that it is impossible. 

2) There is widespread evidence that industry is influenced in its investment 
decisions by local planning and development programs. 


——— 


D. Harris. For additional conclusions, see the following excellent report by Robert 
N, Gold of the Department of Geography, University of Chicago: "Manufacturing 
Structure and Pattern of the South Bend-Mishawaka Area," Research Paper No. 36, 
June 1954 

Sie 


4 “ 
. vw 
~ oe 
. — si 
ae - s 
os 


ry: 
LY 


av © 
- 
r. we . 
ca “ee 
soit - 
-t . 
7 ’ 
aie: rary 
~~ 
& rf “¢ 
4 <n 4 
* 8 ao 
J ~~ 
, 
se Ete! 
¥ 
. 
‘ 
3 . 
a> a 
Od 
. 
2 . 


Pay att) 


er 


ree 


. 

23 
stad 
os 
— 
ta 


a: 2 

. “wt 
4 i 
ee a 
a his 
5 


nee 
os 
* : 
~- 


FORT WAYNE ECONOMIC BASE STUDY--REPORT USING SECONDARY DATA 


A. Introduction 


It has become virtually axiomatic in the thinking of urban land 
economists and geographers that a city develops because it is a suitable 
location for concentrating a number of economic activities. To exist, the 
city must "export" goods and services to other areas, which brings it net 
earnings to buy the goods and services it requires. The following is an 
able conceptualization of the idea: ay, 

"A community seems to be organized around its "export" industry, this 
being the source of the flows which this community injects into the larger 
independent system and which acts as a balance for the flows diverted from 
the larger system and channeled into this community." 

It may seem to be relatively easy to apply this idea to a small farm- 
service town. The merchants bring in goods, sell them to the farm folks 
(also those in the town), receiving money to repay the out-of-town suppliers 
of the goods. The "basic" employment in the town is the activity directed 
toward supplying goods and services for the farm people. Some of the town 
residents will do various services for the "basic" workerse=domestie workers 
would be a clean-cut example. The term "service activity" has been suggested 
for such completely local activity, which does not involve export of goods, 
services or capital beyond the town. 2/ 

Even though the idea seems simple, it has proved difficult to apply it 
even to a small community. The tradesmen, gas-station operators, farm produce 
assemblers, etc. are to some extent exporting goods and services and to some 
extent supplying strictly local needs. Trying to apply the idea, ina 


1h Vining, "The Region as an Economic Entity..-," American Economic 


Review, May 1949. 
2/ Richard B. Andrews, "Mechanics of the Urban Economic Base: Problem of 
Terminology," Land Economics, August 1953, p. 268. 
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statistical fashion, to a metropolitan center seems to be possible in only a 
"rough a ready" manner=-a task completely out of place for the perfectionist. 
However, researchers have shown resourcefulness in efforts to sort out the 
"basic" activities, or the "urban growth" employment. 3/ 

It is obvious that the growth of a city is correlated with the growth 
of “basic” activities--even though the efforts to find some stable expression, 
mathematically, of the relationship have given widely varying results. Does 
one "basic" job provide an opportunity for (say) one "service" job, and 
eventually for two families with a total of (say) seven members? When a 
basic job is lost, do seven people move out? Certainly not immediately. In 
most of our cities the number of jobs fluctuates greatly over the years. We 
still do not know very much about the rate at which adjustments are made, 
largely because comprehensive data are not available. 

In this preliminary-type report on the economic base of Fort Wayne, we 
shall combine the more time-honored descriptions of the economy on the basis 
of occupation and type of industry with some preliminary probing using crude 


methods for identifying "basic" jobs. 
B. Occupational Structure 


The occupational composition of Allen County 4/ is compared with that of 
the United States Urban population and with the occupational structure of a 
group of standard metropolitan areas (all single counties, named for their 
major city, except Lake County, Indiana) in the Tri-State Region. These 
metropolitan areas are, as noted above, generally classified as manufacturing 


3/7 Arthur M. Weimer and Homer Hoyt, Principles of Urban Real Estate, 1948, 
pp. 85-86. See also the analysis by W. Ge Pinnell in his Evansville study 


"An Analysis of the Economic Base of Evansville,Indiana," Indiana University 
School of Business, 1954. 

4/ The Fort Wayne city boundaries do not follow economic boundaries=--such as 
the labor force areas Allen County is a more defensible unit for study. 
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CCCUPATIONAL DISTRIBUTION OF EMPLOYED PERSONS, URBAN U. S., FORT WAYNE AND SELECTED METROPOLITAN AREAS 


S = = 
pele ee ee ae ee enna Kel RT Ee ee 
Occupation U. S. Fort Lake Indiana=- South Evans- Ohio Kala- Grand Jack=. 


Urban __Wayne Co. __apolis Bend ville Muncie __Lima_ Toledo __ Flint mazoo Rapids ___son 
Percent (total = 100%) 


Professional, etce 10.3 952° Ts0 9.8 8.3 8.2 tis 8.9 8.9 
Managers, off., prop. 10.2 8.8 6.4 9.3 7.9 9.0 7.9 8.3 9.3 
Clerical & kindred be 14.9 11.7 16.9 isco aloes 10.5 11.8 14.8 
Sales workers 8.3 Bee) ee 8.7 6.7 8.0 Tel 8.4 729 
Craftsmen, foremen, etc. 15.0 19-8: 22362 16.1 15. 15.2 1552 Lio. eet 
Operatives & kindred 21.1 2426-2220 20.8 list) ee ea 28.5 21.9 24.2 
Service workers 9.1 had wahee 8.7 7e2 8.8 7.8 8.0 8.2 
Laborers 528 3-8 12.6 Del 4.9 6.0 Yes 9.0 Pe 
Agricultural (all) 08 =, Cts ta Oc io 2.2 220 5.9 6.9 Ice 
Other & not reported 3.9 walle ont 37 28 362 4.2 2.9 3.0 
Index: U. S. Urban = 100 

Professional, etc. 100 90 73 95 81 79 73 83 87 
Managers, off., prop. 100 86 63 91 74 88 ai &6 91 
Clerical & kindred 100 96 76 109 87 85 68 76 95 
Sales workers 100 98 63 104 81 96 86 101 95 
Craftsmen, foremen, etc. 100 105 154 108 106 101 102 119 Fiz 
Operatives & kindred 100 PLT LOS 99 147 126 135 104 115 
Service workers 100 80 78 95 79 96 86 87 90 
Laborers 100 64 216 88 84 104 91 86 97 
Average deviation* 13.5 40.6 6.6 20.9 10.9 19.5 13.3 9.0 


35.0 


12.6 


110 
125 


77 
70 


17.4 


16.0 


“Index number for each occupation subtracted from 100, added disregarding signs, and averaged. Largest numbers show most 
atypical local distribution of occupations. Index based on eight occupational groups shown. 


Source: 


Acapted from 1950 Census of Population. 
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communities==though in differing degrees. 

Fort Wayne fits in with the general pattern of manufacturing areas, which 
is fewer than the total U. S. Urban proportion of professional and proprietary 
persons, more craftsmen, foremen, etc. (skilled) and operatives, etc. (semi- 
skilled, roughly). The manufacturing-type community also tends to be below 
average in numbers of service workers--business and repair services, personal 
Services in great variety; these are more prevalent in commercial-type 
communities. The unskilled laborer is found in relatively small numbers, also, 
in most manufacturing centers; Lake County still has many unskilled-type jobs 
along with the highly skilled. 

The index numbers at the bottom of the table give a more direct perception 
of the occupational structures. Fort Wayne has about nine=tenths as many 
professional people as the "average" U. S. urban community, and 86 percent as 
many managers, officials and proprietors. This is a typical situation in 
manufacturing cities with large plants--note how much more true this is in the 
case of Flint, Muncie and Lake County. 

Fort Wayne is more nearly average in the case of clerks and sales workers, 
but the index is below 100. It is above average in both the skilled and semi- 
skilled groups, but most noticeably in the semiskilled (assembly) type of 
occupation. 

The final row of figures in the table present a rough indicator of 
normality of occupational structure, with the U. S. Urban population as a 
standard. Indianapolis is most nearly typical of the national distribution 
and Lake County most atypical; Fort Wayne is about average for this group 


of metropolitan areas. 


Sen 


C. Industrial Composition of the Labor Force 


The distribution of the labor force by type of industry has generally 
been considered the most meaningful single index of the economic character 
‘Of an area. It shows the local skills and experiences; probably more important, 
it is a tip-off on the income levels and on the probable changes in output and 
employment during the various stages of the business cycle. (See preceding 
section.) 

The industrial distribution of the employed, resident labor force of the 
Fort Wayne Standard Metropolitan Area (Allen Co.) is compared with that of 
the U. S. Urban population, with Indiana's, and with that of the other Indiana 
metropolitan areas in the accompanying tables. The first table shows the 
percentage distribution, and the second provides an index of variation from 
the U. S. Urban pattern. 

The agriculture and mining groups are comparatively small in all the areas 
(except the State). Our interest is not centered on these groups, and they 
will be dismissed after acknowledging this point: the fact that 5 percent of 
all Allen County employed were engaged in agriculture as compared with 1.1 
percent of U. S. Urban employed is an indication that the U. S. Urban group 
is not fully ideal for use as a standard for the index which follows; still, 
it seems the best "norm" available. 

About 6 percent of U. S. Urban workers were engaged in construction in 
1950, compared with 4.7 percent in Fort Wayne and generally smaller than 
average percentages in other Indiana communities. This general picture has 
been noted in a number of Council studies, and remains something of a conundrum 
to us, in view of the high rate of growth of several of the areas. 

The main interest is in the manufacturing segment. Only 29 percent of 


U. Se Urban workers were engaged in manufacturing, but the figure for Indiana 
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% DISTRIBUTION OF EMPLOYED WORKERS BY TYPE OF INDUSTRY: 1950 


Gee He Raa ho oat Rabe it Areas--all single counties) 


0 Se Fort Lake Indiana=- South Evans-= ~ Terre 
Industry Group Urban _ Indiana __ Wayne Soe polis Bend ville Muncie _ Haute 
Employed 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
Agriculture, forestry & fisheries Fe 11.6 320 Ped ew AS 2el 6el 4.4 
Agriculture 1.0 Peis arte 1.3 lel Jas 2el 6el 4.4 
Forestry and fisheries el chad eres Seas o= —- sees poner nem 
Mining 9 1.0 --- “<< ol one of el 4.3 
Construction 6.0 Sel 4.7 ee aFie) 367 Sel 4.2 4.3 
Manufacturing 29.4 34.8 38.8 5356 32.9 5057 39.6 cAI ee 2064 
Durable goods: ish) 2000 30.3 41.4 20.3 38.2 29.4 36.7 Tat 
Furniture, lumber & wood products eo 202 0.5 0.2 0.8 0.5 2e7 2el 0.8 
Primary metal industries 200 ae! 206 34.4 Let 0.9 0.3 208 204 
Fabricated metal industries 1.8 2-0 0.6 2.0 Zel 0.8 202 204 Led 
Machinery, except electrical 208 4.3 6.2 0.8 4.1 609 18.1 Zed 0.7 
Electrical machinery, equipment 1.8 Pa biel Of 4.4 0.8 0.2 26D 0-1 
Motor vehicles and equipment 1.9 4.4 Bel 0.7 See 22.28 37 15.2 Oel 
Transportation equip., except motor 1el 0.9 =< 1.3 1.9 4.7 ee 0.1 hen 
Other durable goods tee 2e3 0.6 1.8 1.5 1e2 Zel 9.2 1.3 
Nondurable goods: 13.7 9.3 8.4 12.1 12,3 Ae 10.0 65 1601 
Food and kindred products 2.9 208 302 1.0 3.7 1.8 ane 3.0 8.2 
Textile mill products 2el 0.4 Lee 0.3 0.9 0.2 0.1 “<= 0. 
Apparel, fabricated textiles 2.3 1.0 0.8 0.5 0.7 2.0 0.9 0.3 0. 
Printing, publishing, etce 2.0 1.4 1.4 lel Zee Lied 1.4 1.2 2e 
Chemicals and allied products es. lel 0.4 1.9 2e7 0.4 0.3 0.1 3e 
Other nondurable goods 3el 226 1.4 6.8 2e2 6.0 leé 1.2 le 
Not specified mfg. industries 0.2 0.4 O.1 0.1 0.3 0.9 0.1 0.6 0. 
Transport., commun., other public 
utilities 9.0 724 9.0 dsc 9.6 6al 720 509 11.7 
Transportation: 6.0 Gad 6.9 Py! 6.6 3.8 ed Jel 9-2 
R.R. and R.R. express service 2.8 208 3.7 3.8 363 Oo7 208 1.3 6.0 
Trucking and warehousing 1.3 1.5 1.9 0.9 1.9 204 1.6 1.7 203 
Other transportation 1.9 0.8 0.8 1.0 1.4 0.7 1.1 0.6 0.9 
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DISTRIBUTION OF EMPLOYED WORKERS BY TYPE OF INDUSTRY: 1950 


Us os = Fort, Lake Indiana- South Evans=— -*- Terre 


Industry Group 2 cnet Urban Indiana Wayne Cos polis Bend”. _ville _ Muncie” - Haute 
Telecommunications ae | “1.4 1,0 1.0 0.8 1.4 0.8 0, 8:2... - 0.84 2.029 
Utilities and sanitary services 1.6 1.3 1.5 1.2 1.6 Aiea ia 1.4 1.6 

Wholesale and retail trade 21.9 17.6 20.3 1562 21e7 16.9 2194 OS alGee = teeesan 
Wholesale trade 4,3 269 4.0 1.8 4.7 208 4,.2~ yPE S32 
Retail trade: L726 14.6 16.3 13.4 17.0 M4) @ lled Oe ele tied 

Food & dairy prod., milk retail 3.4 2.8 207 Pts, 229 pa Jel = Jol < Aa 
Eating & drinking places 325 28 Sel 3.0 209 256 3.60 | 363 eae 
Other retail trade 10.8 Pel 10.5 7.6 11.2 922 10.4 *- 952 sal iee 

Finance, insurance, and real estate 4.4 ge: Sen An 5.0 dee Zel Joa 250 

Business and repair services Zeit 262 202 1.4 2.4 1-8 2ol Pe Cah SE AES 
Business services . Lek 0.5 0.8 0.4 0.9 O07 0.6 0.6 1.0 
Repair services ; 1.6 1.6 1.4 1.0 1.4 lel 1.5 1.5 1.8 

Personal services Ted 4.7 4.5 Jet 6.3 41 6.0 +. 4.9 Tel 
Private households See 200 1.6 1.2 26 1.4 Zee : APE oo Je2 
Hotels and lodging places Tor 0.6 On 0.3 0.9 0.6 - 0.8 — 0.5 Fea 
Other personal services 209 2%: aoe 2.0 208 2 eis Pe, 2.8 

: ‘ : ee) . - F ; - 

Entertainment & recreation services Ze lee 0.8 0.9 Ow? 1.0 Ow? EeO 0.38 je 

Professional and related services N 9.5 726 70 arte 8.4 728 8.2 8.0 9.5 
Medical and other health services wi Je0 Ae Zen imo 3.4 202 3545 2 gee aun 
Educational services: 3.8 3.6 220 26 268 4,0 209 4.3 4.9 

Educational services, government 2e7 260 1.8 ak. ask Fane Jel 2d 369 34 
Educational services, private Led 0.8 0.8 0.9 0.7 Qed 0.8 5-2 - 0.4 1.0 
Other professional & related services 720) Let 1.8 ro ae iG 2.0=- Lehee 253 
Public administration - = oR. See 226 2.4 46° 202 2.6 2.05 = Ae 
Petes An Dee C DOD LOC gi ce ee Se oe 0 O seer LQ Oe ier Fie werent 0B 029 204 Lei 
---Less than %.1 percent.:.. *:° ©. a Sp : Seeeee Paes [PH SE Pets Ss ate MR ERE: aE ig 


Source: Adapted from 1950 Census of Population. 


INDEX OF DISTRIBUTION OF JOBS BY INDUSTRY: RATIO OF PERCENT OF LOCAL WORKERS EMPLOYED IN INDUSTRY GROUP TO 
U. Se weit DISTRIBUTION (Ratio of 1.0 shows average condition, .5 half as many as average for Ue Se urban 
areas, 1.5 half again as man as_ average etCe 


Fort Lake . Indian= South Evans Terre 


pee eee = industry Group Wayne Cos apolis. Bend. ville Mone. eee 
Agriculture, forestry, and fisheries 4.5 Ven 1.0 2el 1.9 Deo 4.0 
Agriculture 50 eo lel FM 2el Gel 4.4 
Forestry and fisheries <a oe <= -—- -—e “<= “-- oon 
Mining - --- --- On. --- 0.8 Oel 4.7 
--Gonstruction 0.8 0.9 0,9 =. 0.6 0.9 Oy Ose 
Manufacturing tas 1.8 Pet 1.7 eo 1.9 0.8 
Durable goods: ’ 2.0 2el 1.3 200 1.9 204 0.5 
... Furniture, lumber, and wood products 0.4 0.2 0.6 0.4 Zul 1.6 0.6 
~-- -=+ Primary metal. industries ae 13.8 Oar 0.2 Ool Let 1.0 
Fabricated metal industries 0.3 Fol she 0.4 1e2 Tes! 0.9 
Machinery, except electrical fae 0.3 Le Zon Ged 0.9 0.3 
Electrical machinery and equipment 6.9 O.1 204 0.4 Oel 1.4: Oel 
~~» «Motor vehicles and equipment Ae 0.4 Pi Ae 1.9 8.0 ares 
Transportation equipment, except motor “= ivy i moh 4.3 “<= Ool - -—— 
- Other durable aoods 0.3 0.8 0.7 09d 0.9 4.0 0.6 
Nondurable goods: 0.6 0.9 0.9 0.8 0.7 Pee) 1.2 
Food and kindred products big as ae I.3 0.6 20 1.0 228 
Textile mill products 0.6 ee: 0.4 O.l oon ror od 
Apparel and fabricated textiles Gea 6.2 0.3 09 0.4 0.1 0.2 
Printing, publishing, etc. 0.7 0.6 lel 0.6 0.7 0.6 lel 
Chemicals and allied products 0.3 1.5 eee 0.3 0.2 Ol 206 
Other nondurable goods 0.5 202 Wal 1.9 0.9 0.4 0.6 
Not specified mfg. industries 0.5 0.5 lee Zen ears 3-0 0.5 
Transport., commun., other public utilities © 1.0 0.9 lel 0.7 0.8 Oe7 1.3 
soensporta tions Lok 1.0 ae 0.6 0.9. 0.6 1.9 
R.Re and RR. express service 1.3 1.4 1.2 0.3 1.0 0.5 2el 
Trucking and warehousing Lae 0.7 Dad 1.3 1.2 1.3 1.0 
Other transportation 0.4 0.5 0.7 0.4 0.6 0.3 0.9 


INDEX OF DISTRIBUTION OF JOBS BY INDUSTRY: RATIO OF PERCENT OF LOCAL WORKERS EMPLOYED IN INDUSTRY GROUP TO 
U. Se URBAN DISTRIBUTION (Ratio of 1.0 shows average condition, .5 half as many as average for Ue Se urban 
areas, 1.5 half again as many as average, etc. 


Fort Lake Indian=- South Evans= Terre 
Industry Group Wayne Co. apolis Bend ville Muncie Haute 

Telecommunications 0.7 0.6 1.0 0.6 0.6 0.6 0.6 
Utilities and sanitary services 0.9 0.8 1.0 0.9 0.8 0.9 1.0 
Wholesale and retail trade 0.9 Det eG 0.8 A hes, $ 0.8 pes 
Wholesale trade 0.9 O54 HA Ger LeO 0.6 1.2 
Retail trade: 0.9 OFS: L,0 0.8 TO 0.9 le 
Food, dairy products, and milk retailing 0.8 0.8 0.9 0.7 0.9 0.9 1,0 
Eating and drinking places 0.9 0.9 0.8 0.7 1.0 0.9 1.0 
Other retail trade 1.0 Os7 eG 0.9 1.0 0.9 Ic) 
Finance, insurance, and real estate 0.8 Ose eat Sy 0.6 O25 0.6 
Business and repair services 0.8 0.5 0.9 O.7 0.8 0.8 al 
Business services O.7 0.4 0.8 0.6 Gs O50 0.9 
Repair services 0.9 0.6 0.9 0.7 0.9 0.9 art 
Personal services 0.6 0.5 0.9 0.6 0.8 O.7 1.0 
Private households oF 0.4 0.8 0.4 0.8 0.7 1.0 
Hotels and lodging places 0.6 0.5 0.8 0.5 0.7 0.5 1.0 
Other personal services 0.8 0.7 1.0 Oo? 0.9 0.8 1.0 
Entertainment and recreation services 0.8 0.6 0.8 0.6 0.8 ee 1.0 
Professional and related services OT 0.6 0.9 0.8 0.9 0.8 1.0 
Medical and other health services OP / 0.9 1.0 026 ice 0.6 0.8 
Educational services: 0.7 Ood 0.7 ait 0.8 bat Lac 
Educational services, government 0.7 0.8 0.8 0.6 0.8 1.4 1.3 
Educational services, private 0.7 0.9 0.6 2el O07 0.4 0.9 
Other professional and related services 0.9 0.6 Rea 0.8 1.0 0.8 lel 
Public administration 0.5 G5 0.9 0.4 0.9 024 0.9 
Industry not reported 0.9 0.7 ek le2 O07 1.8 0.8 
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as a whole was 34.8 percent in 1950. The range among the metropolitan areas 
was 23.3 percent (Terre Haute) to 53.6 (Lake Co.). Fort Wayne's percentage, 
38.8, is almost average for the metropolitan areas listed. 

Three groups (electrical machinery and equipment, motor vehicles and 
equipment, and machinery) stand out in the Fort Wayne Area. Except for Terre 
Haute, the Indiana metropolitan-type areas have relatively fewer persons 
engaged in production of nondurables than the "average" urban area in the 
country. 

In the transportation, communication and other public utilities category, 
Fort Wayne had (1950) the same percentage (9.0) as the U. S. Urban labor 
force; the Fort Wayne Area percentage was higher in the railroad and trucking 
sub-types, under transportation. 

- The trade groups in Fort Wayne provided work for about 20 percent of the 
employed, as compared with almost 22 percent in the U. S. Urban population. 
Most Indiana metropolitan areas are somewhat below average in employment in 
this category--especially Lake County, South Bend and Muncie. 

In general, Fort Wayne and the other areas are comparatively light in 
employment in finance (etc.), business and repair services, recreation services, 
professional services and public administration. Note, for example, that the 
U. S. Urban labor force had twice as large a percentage working in personal 
services, private households, as Fort Wayne had. 

The second part of the table gives an index of the distribution of the 
labor force by type of industry. Its purpose is merely to express the preceding 
figures more directly. Highlights for Fort Wayne include the following: 

a) eight-tenths as many construction workers:as the U. S. Urban average; 
b) thirty percent more manufacturing workers than in the U. S. Urban pattern; 
c) twice as many workers in durable-goods industries, but only six-tenths 


as many in nondurables; d) six and one-half times as many Fort Wayne workers 


atte 


in electrical machinery and 4.3 times amd many in motor vehicles, etc.; 

e) thirty percent more in railroad employment and fifty percent more workers 
in trucking (etc.) than in the U. S. Urban patterns; e) trade ratio almost 
average, but ratios noticeably low in practically all services; and f) only 
half as many public administration (government) workers as in an "average" 
urban area. 

Several of the areas have concentrations in a few manufacturing categories, 
some greater than in the case of Fort Wayne. Noteworthy cases are Lake County, 
with a ratio of 13.8 in primary metals industries and South Bend, with a 
ratio of 12.0 in motor vehicles & equipment; also, Muncie (8.0 in motor 
vehicles etc.), and Evansville (6.5 in machinery--mostly refrigerators) stand 
out. 

Indianapolis and Terre Haute are the most diversified and most like the 
whole urban population in industrial pattern of any of these seven areas. 

Lake County, South Bend and Muncie are the most atypical, and Fort Wayne 

and Evansville are in-between. At least, this is the conclusion one would 
reach from analyzing the variability in a mathematical fashion. This should 
not be taken, of itself, as a basis for rating the industrial composition 


in an area as desirable or undesirable. 


_D. Distribution of Employment: 1950 Census Model, U. S. and Fort Wayne 


{ 
{ 
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Further understanding of the economic base of Fort Wayne is’ obtained by 


analyzing the rate of participation of the population in the labor force of 


. the Nation, by industry, and using this as a standard for comparison with Fort 


Wayne's rate of participation. The number of persons employed in each industry 


Group per :1,000 population, has Been calculated. for the U.S. as a: whole. af 


Fort Wayne were a "Little U.S.A." ark the same: amber of conte out of a " 
thousand, employed in each industry, how many people would be employed in each 
group, and how does this compare with the number Fort Wayne actually had in 


1950? If Fort Wayne had a far greater number of workers, per 1 000 population, 


in certain industry groups way the Us Fa it is. PS LAE that this: is an 


| utters with "basic" jobs-=in the rather bobcat sense explained Set VV, 


An answer to this question is afforded by the data in the accompanying 
table. Figures such as these change much more slowly, under norma } circumstance: 
than is sometimes realized--the-data are not obsolete, even Ehogan ine recognize 
that there has been a short-term (presumably) decline in some types of factory 


employment Since the 1950 census. 


The first noteworthy result from the analysis is that the Fort Wa yne Area 


had. almost seven thousand more employed persons in 1950 than it would have . 
had if it were Bey a. little cross-section of the U.S.A. It has ,as a 


urban center, relatively more persons of working age, and rarely more 


women in the labor force than the country as-a: ‘whole. 


The agriculture sector had.over 4700 fewer workers than a:cross~section 


1 


U.SeA. would have. This is taken to mean that,Allen County has large net 
imports of agricultural products, even though Some product's may be marketed 


outside the county. 2/ Presumably mineral products are imported, on a net 


1/ This section is not developed with the Lapen tn of obtaining a numerical 
estimate of "basic" jobs. 

2/ In this preliminary analysis, no account is tain of possible differences 
in productivity here and elsewhere. 


SURPLUS OR SHORTAGE OF JOBS IN THE FORT WAYNE METROPOLITAN AREA, USING JOB DISTRIBUTION IN THE U.S.A. AS STANDARD 


(Using jobs per 1,000 population in U. Se, by type of industry, to compare with employment in Allen Co., 1950 
Resident Employed 

7 Persons employed Theoretical Actual Surplus or 

per 1,000 ' employ. Ft. Wayne, employment, _ shortage (-), 

opulation, U.S. U. S. basis Ft, Wayne Ft. Wayne 


‘Employed, total a . S719 =“ 68:560® = 4 - BOTs 6918 
Agriculture, forestry & fisheries. | 46.48 © ee 8,539" Ry ee _ ~4768 
“Mining = a 2% | a Gilg Sg « Rig. oe. a2 eed 
Peneeteene  S e E e E OE. 223 Se ee S572. = 622. 
he ee $e Cpaae 2 = eeo, = = _ 2onome 11,502 
Durable goods: i : . . ® S547 2 Phe A So: . - PIES). |° amie 13,442 
Furniture, lumber & snood: products : 2. Shee & ‘ tO =a — 343 -1,107 

- - Primary-metal industries —  ~ hg (4 © = ae 422- a 1,926 504 
a Fabricated metal industries» Faeroe y 8 oe .. 1,020 . 470 ~*~ =550 
ES Machinery, except electrical ae: = 259 = ee a as {Sha 4,712 3,134. 
; oo Electrical machinery, equipment’ :  De24 963 8,860 7,997 
~* Motor véhicles and equipment = a. De lO * =, dg Oot 6,109 ), Ooum 
Transportation equip., except motor ; 3.18 584 7 ee -547 

Other durable goods | ; o. &eo2 = deg S82 . 442 -941 
Nondurable goods: 44.44 8,165 Gy oie ~1850 
Food and kindred products 9.28 L, 705 2,419 714 
Textile mill products 8.23 512 | 886 -626 
_Apparel, fabricated textiles 7.06 1,297 598 -699° 
Printing, publishing, etc. ae ele) 1,040 £,078 = ee 
Chemicals and allied products 4.37 803 270 -533 
Other nondurable goods 9.83 1,806 1,064 -742: 

Soe specified mfg. pouetnes o8l 149 38 -91 
Transports communes other public utilities 28.99 5,326 : 6,764 1,438 
= portation 19.51 3,584 4,882 1,298 

R. and R. R. express service 9.20 . 1,690 . 2,822 Pr 
ee service & warehousing 4.65 | 854 14695. = ell 

er transportation 5.67 3 1,042 995 -447 


SURPLUS OR SHORTAGE OF JOBS IN THE FORT WAYNE METROPOLITAN AREA, USING JOB DISTRIBUTION IN THE U.S.A. AS STANDARD 
(Using jobs per 1,000 popuuation in U. S., by type of industry, to compare with employment in Allen Co., 1950 
eee ee ee Employed 

Persons employed 
per 1,000 

opulation, U.S. 


Industry Grou 


Telecommunications 
Utilities & sanitary services 


Wholesale & retail trade 
Wholesale trade 
Retail trade 
Food & dairy prods, milk retailing 
Eating & drinking places 
Other retail trade 


Finance, insurance & real estate 


1 

¢ Business and repair services 
Business services 
Repair services 


Personal services 
Private households 
Hotels & lodging places 
Other personal services 


Entertainment & recreation serv. 


a 


Professional and related services 
Medical & other health services 
Educational servicess 

Educational services, government 
Educational services, private 
Other professional & related services 


Public administration 


Industry not reported 


3.68 


21.02 
10.81 
13.72 
10.20 
3.52 
6.49 


16.52 
9607 


Sources Adapted from 1950 Census of Ponulation, Vol, 2. 


Theoretical 
employ, Ft. Wayne; 
Us S.-basis 


786 
954 


12,859 
2,409 
10,450 
2,094 
2,054 
6,302 


O,437 


yegoy 
558 
1,161 


4,253 
1,993 

538 
1,622 

576 
5,599 
1, 986 
2,521 
1,874 


647 
1,192 


3,035 
1,023 


Actual Surplus or 
employment, shortage (-), 
Ft. Wayne Ft. Wayne 
729 -57 
bo 199 
15,354 2,495 
3,019 610 
PRES FS |, e060 
2,069 -25 
2,306 Zoe 
7,960 1,658 
2,793 456 
1,653 -68 
613 S 
1,040 -121 
35316 -877 
1,205 -788 
505 “323 
1,666 44 
716 40 
ete oe -428 
1,368 -506 
625 =22 
1,360 168 
1,991 -1,044 
924 -99 
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basis, and construction employment (more changeable) is smaller than it would 
have been if the area were “average” in need for construction workers. 


In the manufacturing categories, the really large "excess" numbers of 


workers in the Area are in electrical machinery (7,900), motor vehicles, etc. 
(5,050) and other machinery (3,100)--for the three types, a total of 16,050 
jobs. It seems almost superfluous to emphasize that this is where a large 
part of the "basic" jobs welrabpe found, if exact data on the market destination 
of the products of the major firms in these categories were obtained. (Here, 
we might note that the chief exports, in international trade, of the U.S.A. 

are machinery, especially industrial and electrical, and transportation 
equipment. — | re Probably part of the production of the General 
Electric and International jatieeted plants in Fort Wayne goes into foreign 
trade. The point is that the figure 16,050 is probably far low as even a 
rough, first approximation to the number of "basic" jobs in these three 
industry groups, combined.) 

In most types of manufacturing, the Fort Wayne Area is in a sense a 
deficit areas. This does not mean that these other types of goods are not 
shipped outside the area in quantity, but does indicate a probability that 
these general groups of products are imported for local consumption, on a 
net basis. 

In the transportation group the Fort Wayne Area had almost 1300 more jobs 
than its quota, by U. S. standards. These were in railroading and in the 
trucking industry. Here is the second major area to look for the “basic,” 
urban-growth jobs. 

Apparently Fort Wayne has some 2500 more jobs in trade (mainly retail) 
than it would have as a "Little U.S.A." Finance (etc.) jobs are also on the 


plus side. Here are areas to expect to find persons engaged in providing 
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goods and services for out-of-county residents. 3/ 

Again, we note that in most services the Fort Wayne Area is a deficit 
typee It is about 1,000 jobs short of an average quota in public adminis-~- 
tration’ 

In conelusion, we might say that although this type of technique does not 
provide direct, mathematical estimates of the number of persons engaged in 
producing goods and services sent outside the county (basic jobs) as against 
the service jobs, it does rather definitely point to three types of manu- 
factures (electrical machinery, transportation equipment and nonelectrical 
machinery) and to two nonmanufacturing sectors (transportation and trade) as 
major areas where basic, urban-growth jobs are concentrated. It is recognized 
that local persons who have given thought to their community would be 
surprised if any other conclusion had been drawn from this preliminary analysis; 
yet, it is useful to bring this out in a statistical tabulation. 

Perhaps the most valuable finding derived from this application of the 


concept of Fort Wayne as a "Little U.S.A." is that the trade segment of Fort 


Wayne's economy is more important than previous sub-sections suggested. (In 


these, the urban population was the standard.) This finding gives a better 


understanding of the need to consi@er land-use planning and zoning activities 
to help the trade sector; this corrects the notion that Fort Wayne's economy 


rests almost wholly on manufacturing. 


3/ The comparison of the Fort Wayne Area labor force, by type of industry, 
with that of the Urban U. S. did not lead one to expect that retail and 


wholesale trade are so important to the Fort Wayne economy as this analysis, 
using the entire national population as a base, indicates. 
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E. Percentage Distribution of Number of Employees in Allen County as Compared 
With the United States, Spring of 1951 

To complete the material on the economic base, using only published data, 
it was thought to be useful to look at employment by type of industry in still 
another perspective. The data used in the preceding section referred to the 
resident employed work forces; more appropriate, for this whole analysis, 
would be a comparison based on the existing jobs in the area, whether or not 
the job holder lived in the county. It is almost certain that at the time of 
the 1950 census a minimum of 5,000 workers in Fort Wayne commuted from outside 
the county. Clearly these commuters are part of the "basic" workers and 
"service" workers of the areas The flow of income back to the area from 
exports produced by out-of-county workers cannot be separated from other goods 
and services. To the extent that commuters refrain from moving into the job 
centers, they do not build up the population and the service jobs in the 
employment center itself to the degree they would were commuting impractical. 

For this section, the data used are from the 1951 reports of the Bureau 
of Old Age and Survivors Insurance (latest published). This program did not 
cover the self-employed, farmers and farm workers, workers for interstate 
railroads, for governments and charitable institutions and a few other 
categories in 195l--most of which are now covered. 

In this case, it is not, unfortunately, feasible to convert the number 
of employed persons to a rate per 1,000 inhabitants (or some such base). One 
does not know how many people to include in the total population base from 
which workers in the Fort Wayne Area were recruited; they came from parts of 
several counties. 4/ There is no definite boundary, in any case. The next-best 


4/ Judging from various information in our files, it would appear that at 
least parts of the following counties are part of the Fort Wayne labor market 


area: Adams, Wells, Huntington, Whitley, Noble, DeKalb in Indiana; Paulding 
and Vanwert in Ohio. 
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technique seemed to be to compare percentage distributions of employed persons. 


Where percentages are Choa in Allen Co. Ree in the U. mas the presumption 


bate lereey of Reh? 


SPeennpeny 
; TR IDE OT NEE me + Rane ee AeA ome MER TS Him mie ey ce en ate 


must be that Alten. Got hag-"bawic!! o!!: workers. se these types of industry. We 

4 ‘shall ‘not. attempt Bae ates Lhe ps of "basic" jobs from these simple 
ercenta ne distributions, cbut. the ‘total number of workers 3 in Allen Co. is 
shown, ‘by type of industry. Notice that this tabulation shows several more 
breakdowns by type of industry: than the preseding;. One, from the (1990, CENSUS « — 

To review briefly the table; we might note that the same general EEA 
situation revealed in other tabulations is indicated again for. mining and ili 
contract construction. sits 

' In the manufacturing group, employment: appears to be relatively. high in’ 
the Bakery Products and the Beverages industries. We presume that there are 
some "basic" jobs in these groups. The next category with relatively high 
employment in Allen Co. is Rubher Products--only .7 ent car elas 
nationally, but 2.5 percent in Allen Co. It was discovered in the "manu- 
facturing trends" section that:,employment in the Rubber Products group recently 
became of local importance. 

This tabulation suggestsithat primary metal manufactures are more important 
to the economic base than the ‘preceding tabulations did. ,We suspect that the 
important wire=-drawing establishments, which are really closely linked with the 
electrical machinery and automotive end products, were classed as primary 
metals at that time. In nonelectrical machinery, note the heavy concentration 
in Service-Industry and Household Machinery; however,-some such firms have 


ceased operations in Fort Wayne since March of 1951. 


Under electrical equipment, note that both Generating, Distributing and 


Industrial Apparatus and Communication Equipment (radio, TV, etc.) are 


exceptionally large employers in the Fort Wayne Area as compared with the U. S. 


Sig's) ere 


DISTRIBUTION OF EMPLOYMENT, ALLEN COUNTY COMPARED 
_WITH THE UNITED STATES, SPRING OF 1951. i 


in ee, Reported 2 
ae Petes eet oats a lied aes Ue Se: ee oe Allen CO.-- tee Employment, 
Industry Group...) 4. 4.4 ae ay: Percent Percent’ ~~ ~— Allen | 
| | istribution Distribution -. | 


TOTAL Se ey ee one ey a De tha, Ae 100,00 fee te cosh 100,00, frees 714.226 | 


Agric. Specialties, Forestry & Fisheries | edie’ by say Oh cae: tar 
Mining Aoi Ge hea te an Cee - 2099 | args ve eO@,. area aA 


Contract Construction arene 6020)5 ei Ae AQ. Oe 
General Contractors = Buildings BO eit ah tie ak @ 94) ie 
General Contractors « Other Construction 1.12 cou 08S. 5s. 


Special Trade Contractors ? 2616 inet eign ede. a. ee eee 


MAQUIACCUTING cine iu) ee) Mien - M2058 se paoteB2y.. on Adee 
Food & Kindred Products e008 sa eee S07], 5 by ily O44 


Meat Products 7 Yea Api OTe) eee Oh 9. Oc sae 


Dalry, ProOuUC Lauer. (Mee pees weigh) WAlt oy ee 8 oe See 
_GraineMill Products _ . eer ST vaers c he 
Bakery Products 01D yng ed A 
. Beverage Industries | PReaa sent: New ain arnt Ta Roby 
Tobacco Manufactures . sg, ay tht ain, RO A) (OT aan ote tor 
eis Magnes POGUES S40 Rr A ea! 
Knitting Mills, a Caks 8 alga Bama 
Apparel & Other Fabric Products - 4 A036 qe at 1b e84 ne 999. 
Lumber & Wood Products 2 ns ve tyenac eign Sehdue ayy he 
Furniture & Fixtures ay es 937 aig OOD eg ch ee Oe i 
Paper @ Allied Products eRe Ad Re = ses hm ieeaett ae ke 1 ae 
Printing, Pubs, & Allied Indse 0 oss cet: gt 2002. 4-0. ne lpBh. 1, 982 
Newspapers | 072 79 565 


Commerical Printing fn eco 251 
~44~ 


DISTRIBUTION OF EMPLOYMENT. (Continued) 


U.S.-- Allen Coe-- Employment 

Industry Group rene De DEST a % Dist. Allen Co. 
Manufacturing (continued) 

Chemical & Allied Products 1291 238 272 

Products of Petroleum &Coal si. yo tee ne spate 3S <diaeaah Bay eh ecnstnine 4 
Rubber Products VR yen +'Lég 2.03 . 1,804 

teather a iteathes Pyeducts | 1.06 bE bia whee 14* 
Stone, Clay & Glass Products 1.41 06 43 
Primary Metal Industries | SAAS Bs 4.11 . 2,930 
Primary Metal Industries, Nonferrous 262 oF piel 334 
Misc. Primary Metal Industries 039 2.86 2,039 
Fabricated Metal Products 2.87 247 336 
Machinery, Exce idétrical 4.25 7242 5,289 
tert cultiral Machinery & Tractors en eey 80 
Constr. & Mining Machinery & Equipment 030 240 284 
Metalworking Machinery 66 Atel! 416 
Special-Industry Machinery pe Any 123 
peer Inintust sta) Mache & Equipment «60 039 | 276 
Pee eden Household Mache 007 4.53 at” Sarees 
Electrical Mach. Equipment & Supplies 2042 16.85 12,010 
Generating, Distrib. & Indus. App 86 igo Dee 8,213 
Communication Equipment, etce _ 1.04 3026 | i po 
Transportation Equipment bs 3.89 L2aGST Ts 9,173 
Motor Vehicles & Equipment ; Pope: LAG Orie 
Instruments & Related Products 069 503) 20 
Misce Manufacturing Industries ‘ Leda 217 VAR 
Administrative & Auxiliary (Mfg.) - »87 3.42 2,441 
Public Utilities et es 7502 as 5,38 My 3,695 
Local Railways & Bus-Lines ise 37 a5 2 Oi 


, 245 


DISTRIBUTION OF EMPLOYMENT (Continued 
UeSemm Allen Co.== Employment 


Industry Group Dist. Dist Allen Co 
Public Utilities (continued), =, ON oe Samora ; 
Trucking & Warehousing! oe a AE Sn ae a a 
HOUCking TIER Long Dictate 1.40 D103 1,446 
Highway Transportation, N.E.C. | 004 00 1 Aas aon 
Telscommeeeatsone. || | 1.78 ie aes ip eae 
Utilities & Sanitary Rawices : 1.45 1.15 820 
Wholesale Trade | . 7.30 | 5.43 1 gts 
Maeerant Wholesalers ik 4.33 3.95 | 2,813 
Whsle. Teade: EXGg wardhant Wholesalers 2298 BEAG eo 1,060 
Sales Branches, Mfg. & Mining | 1463. Cg RST hase 618 
Petroleum Bulk Stations (60) eae 125 
Agents & Brokers Monten fen : 039 116 i Li) 
Assemblers of Farm Setet sd EtG. cod ee Onc xae 906 
Retaaianede f 19916: -#2 5¢0 RepB 3 alee 
Building Materials & eae Equipment | ; Ree Sic bein aga. 2 hanes 
Lumber & Building mocent al Dealers 066 OPS? ae 280 
eet Spree & Farm Equipment ae A cee) Ta arg 190 
General Merchandise | a 3456 [a0 laa 2,965 
Department Stores ine eR he hee BO 1,998 
Variety Stores ae | fooae ‘ ee ei 920 
Food on as etl 3.24 De 1,882 
Auto. Dealers & Service Stations me B76) ce ace 1,890 
Apparel & Accessories te Ci 1.64 1.34 Z 954 . 
Furniture, Home Furnishings & Beosoment 291 7 80. ) eye I 
Eating & Drinking Places - 7) 3.48 | 2.78 1,981 : 
Miscellaneous Retail Stores ey 2.24 Meas | ie hy es. 
Finance, Insurance & Real Estate Ke 5.01 . eo tatty 1,863 
Banking. jee: : 44. i713 bdo .63 447 i] 
~46- | | 


DISTRIBUTION OF EMPLOYMENT (Continued 
U.S.==- Allen Co.== Employment 
Industry Group miss te SIDISts Allen Co, 


Finance, Insurance & Real Estate (continued) 


Ua aren eens See eee 


Credit Agencies, Other Than Banks eJ3 016 114 
Be eastty & Commodity Brokers etc. 18 06 40 
Insurance Carriers 1.56 0659 489 
Insurance Agents, Brokers & Service 038 034 240 
Real Estate 1.21 064 455 
Services 9.23 6.41 4,972 
Hotels, Rooming Houses, Camps, etc. 1.19 074 524 
Hotels 1,05 072 912 
Personal Services PEM | 1.63 ios 
Miscellaneous Business Services 1.14 o91 649 
Auto Repair Services & Garages 044 240 284 
Miscellaneous Repair Services 033 013 94 
Radio Broadcasting & Television 016 “atte 123 
Motion Pictures 264 041 289 
Amusement & Recreation, N.E.C. ofl 002 371 
Medical & Other Health Services 91 ay * TG 
Legal Services 029 A 94 
Educational Services, Museums, etce 017 019 The 
Nonprofit Membership Organizations 269 099 394 
Miscellaneous Services 030 012 87 
Engineering & Architectural Services eal eatell 80 


* Estimated. : é 
Sources Adapted from U. S. Department of Commerce, "County Business Patterns, 


First Quarter, 1951. 


ity 


‘ eae Pars . . 1 
“ mm, ‘ se ’ f s 
. J . 
| 1“ . cf . aw ‘a @ '¢@ wee “ . . hee ve . cd re ay Pe ae ee ed . 
. uF 
7 8 chee " 
. 7 Ec ey “ 2 
. , - s F ; 
pm ate : : See ee Ores Ua a ae 
| wee ' Sal a ae CT ae * te woe “ so ngee ¥ Se br, tee ne we Nor 
: 
. ie 
; rae ’ ee! oe ¥ 
. . a) . 
’ . ce 
Pa 
- 7 . 
7 : x 
“ ee z . 
be or 
, ’ 
Si € F ~ : 
. 4 
. * pe 
‘ - 
E re 15h a 
* - . a 
s . ? 
”- a < 2 oe a) 
é $s a 
en A 
” . . 
a hed er 
o “ . a 
r . ’ spray iy ery i 
7 oe u oh 0m ome a cies Rane, ' ’ “ 
ote. + ai tee “. Se ee 7 re  . eh i  o Ol We Oak! tat ate 5 * . - a ee Sam oe Ny 
hed 
? 5 
si PS ee | 
at ’ ‘ ah oF . : t : 
7 : 2 sae f oer ee er 3 4 or 
a * ? 9 ar in Be 4 oe * “* ‘ f - fe le Bt 
. 
¢ - ts ? 
« Q . a hi et 
Seah ME 
" 


asa whole. (These products were combined before.) The same is true of 
Motor Vehicles and Equipment (truck and numerous automotive parts). Employ- 
ment is also relatively high in Administrative & Auxiliary Offices of manu- 
factures=--a fact not discovered in preceding sections. 

Farther down the list, we might point out that employment in Trucking 
and Warehousing and in General Merchandise (under Retail Trade) are again 
shown to be relatively high in the Area. 

Finally, the tabulation again indicates comparatively low employment in 
the numerous types of services. 

This table provided some information about the Fort Wayne economy not 
already highlighted. The importance of rubber products and administrative 


offices of manufacturing firms, for example,had not been revealed heretofore. 


F. Conclusions, Section on Economic Base 

Even though we may have squeezed out all the information one could from 
the published figures used in this section, we recognize that the results do 
not add up to a direct and carefully measured expression of the number and 
distribution of the "basic" and "service" jobs in the Fort Wayne Area. We 
do not offer apology, because only a large=scale, time consuming field study, 
using questionaires, interviews, and the like, can give results of even a 
reasonably definitive sort. 

Whether or not more direct field study is feasible depends upon the 
objectives. There is little value in pursuing such studies merely to get a 
numerical estimate of "basic" employment at some moment in history. The 
importance of such research is mainly, it would seem, to gain a better 
comprehension of the over-all manner in which flows of goods and services, 
in all directions, take place, and how the economy is likely to operate under 


various conditions of world, national, regional and local demand and supply. 
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It would seem to be most valuable to gain further knowledge of the actual 
markets of the leading firms and understanding of the role of local suppliers 
of raw and semi-finished goods to these chief firms. Local interdependence 
-and linkages are not brought out by the statistical reports we have used. 

The chief end products upon which Fort Wayne's economy rests at this time are 
probably electrical machinery products (various types of motors, first of all, 
and transformers, generators and related parts), trucks, and radio, TV and 
related electronic equipment. What are the probable levels of production of 
these firms, in the immediate future and long run, at the Fort Wayne plants? 
To what extent are the other firms tied in with the production levels of these 
firms? 

Understanding these matters more fully, which seems to be the heart of 
the matter of understanding the way goods and services flow, should be of 
special vaiue to officials concerned with over-all planning of a more efficient 
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